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20 
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3i^2im-i 


^ cTOR' ^15 cfJt ^ ^ amf?^ % 

Vll^ % '^JPrn^T ^t 4 ^ l^nictJ 2 Tq>^cj^,2001 ^ ^ftsf 12.30 ^ (am^r^) 

[^H l ^|cb l >?1 f^T^ 29 cZjf^ cfJt ;in^ 7]^ 1 ^tferaft % ^ 

cf>r4^f«RT ^ f4ti 

chl^lcHI 3ff^Jf^riPT,1952 ^ tTRT 24(1) ^T 5?^ M JPT^n 
% vm ^KT i^HicJ) 1.3.2001 ^ arl^RJtHT ^^nft 4^ WcT STYT 

^ ly-ieiK wfr IciPi^ % sirnf^ ^>tfePi^ ^ 

2 2001 ^ ^rfecT % 4>Koff ^ qRf^rlM ^ ajterrf^ ^ ^ ^rm ^ 

^ Prgrfj WI ^fKW gNT Rto ^ST, jflW^ ^ 
arf^nitf^ Rm^r, RmR^Ici^, cmr ^ cr>H<^ a^^syer 

cRch I ^ ^ ^pjT^TOHT ^ ar^^ % wr ^r Pr^ w i 

^ ?TR^ W^ ^ ^^TFm51?T % ^ R'HMKH % a^lclt^ ^ 

^ areq^r wl 8 JTr4,2001 ^ arR^^ jirt ^ % v3WxT, ^ ^T^, 

3r#5N ^^17 w^, 2001 ^ ^v5e-ll tR T^fq ^ ?^JWT RflOT I 23 
?TT^ 2001 ^ ^iPit a(^^ % WT q>rfeRT^ ^ R^n w I ^ 0H<^5rt wr^, 

3T#?R ^ R^ 5.5.2001 ^ irmR^ ^ vsnRm^ 4 >t R^Iot R?^ ^t^it vito 

^ ^ 23.5.2001 ^ ^ c^lf^qRqK ^ f¥lOT R)^ w afR aR ^ Rw 10.2.2002 
^ tiRt a?^^ ^ qRt % mRRR?# % ^ «imiR'D qfrfcra^ ^ PR^rt 

Rj^n I ^ c#qf ^ WT ^ ^rnR^ ctsit urri^ ^ 'fRRcr % PRIot 

% cfRFT. 4^ ^Tsr. ^pe^cf(4^ ^ ^ ^ Rkt sqpp ^ Pt^rar w sn, 

^ ^ 3?Rir RpRe: R>^ w «it, qJRr^ ^ *ri #fr craq ^ ^ ^rNR 

eRcTt ^ Rx<eH ^ejclt ^ PRfeRT I R'HJd PtfteRT PqR hRRi«c 3 ^R %l 
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^5^ 17 ^,2001 ^ ^ ^ ^eil^d 

^72TT ^ f^Rgct W^, ^d4)dlH! % ^ ^ WT 

% f^<?)m WT % cj4)5?MM Rf?s^i ^ vifrcr ^>pfe2r ^ Rnich 16 2001 ^ 

Tpj71 

^ ^0^0 3rKo qd^lijch. ^ ^ ^FFI aifclRxi? ^ 

f^TdT ?mr^. ^ % ^#h ^ wr # 

Rb^i sn. cpt ^ 'dftq P^^tp f^^ir ^rt i 


^ 22 3t^^. 2001 cfTt ^ % ^Tpar ^ w % 

^4c-ii ^ '(isiPia ^jfm 3fr^ 7 f#, 2001 ^ ^ ^u^(cpT^cn^) frwt ^ 

^ I 22 F«T)f(qT^) ^ f^Rad ^cT'FTRT ^ ^ ^FR %m n^ an tr v3^ ^ 

FT^ 21 nsEtKnr^^) in^ ^ ^ w f^ran ^ Rr^tm t-.- 

fcfRr^. 3w ^ cfr^ 

<iPl^'1, WT nrtfeR^ nviT^ ffePT ^!?Hd FTfRl 

TRfrf^TTRFT, SPRR ^tfeFT^ %R ^tfeFT^ 

nn^, [^6K ^tfeR^I WFTR "^[RfFT, TRTtRpRH, 

WIW ^^RfR, WT cFR^ ^pRn. 3^^ cpl^dl ^WKT 

^RFR, XRTtRFRFT afnn FT^ c^ 3nf^W'« 

wn ?f%nFT #Rn. afTR ffeqr R^Pkr ^ ardi^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^O ^?Fr?R^ ^FR R%, W %F ^ 3Rte ^^R ?FTf 

RfrfFKT W ^ vjqf^ ^ ^ nR 1 

7f#, 2001 ^ 23 4jycj^, 2002 ^ 69 n>T Wl 6[K 

M?Eti ^ i^Rad ^Rgd f^ I WEf RRTcR ^ 3if^ W ^ ^ OTT 

3T#fR ^r^\ n^r f^d nnPT. cr?^ w 3 ri cpHMidl ^ Rrr fenr i 


< 






1 . 

^tfera^ ^1R?T <l>lf3>^l (4to#o#oTT^ ^ cTB^ 3IKTT %. ^ 

^toT ^ ^!FPW> am ^ ^ A 

cb^dM^^ ^ ^ *tmT ^ f^ tl ^ 1971 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^nfNm xj^ fcTf^r^ ^ ^ «it i ^ 23 fetit 42 ^fi^ 

3P5fm ^ 86 26 fine ^ ^ f^ %\ ^ 4>iijfd«f ?rR^ ^ 

2 %o4to ?T8?T ?TOT^ ^ 14 f^o^o ^ ^cT# 

^ ^ ^ f^mr^ XK 11 tH«IK-f^T^ ^ ^ Plthc^l Xi5|^ ^ ^ <bi4d<J ^ 

3ft^ uTT^ t» ^ ^ fcr^r^^o^o^oTT^o) ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ Xjgj ti ^ 4>T cicfHH Meei^ 2.39 cpf f^o tl ^ ^-cTt^. mX32T 

cmr ^ IvRIcFTkT ^tfcfdWt ^ Wl Wnm ^3PT ^ xpT ^ 

%:~ (^) ^tfeRI^ ^ <l>)<4<^ ^ JT^ *1I'3(I WT A 

x?^<TT %\ ^ ^TFT ^TFT PHTlf^ ^1 (^ f^RT^ W ^ £TO(^-x|jsj^^tF 

clT5^ ^ ^ ^ alt^ XJndt # I m ^Ixj^ ^ 

oqct^K ^ ^ cIRT XiTRT tl (^ Tje<bl'n xstW ^ ^ ^ ^?TT ^ 3ft7 

eTF^ tl ^ 1999-2000 ^ ^kH ^FlfM 2,76,608 xtto i^rfM ^ ^ 

I, 33,190 <b1^dl ^ «T«r% 4^ 2000-2001 % ^krr 

01.02.2001 ^ ^ NjcMlg r^ 2,46,569 x?Tf^ ^ Wl 1,20,466 leR trt f 

2. ^-ftfTR 

% ?T??T #XT 15,14,13,12,11,10,9,8 xjg 7 ^ ^ ^ 

11 elHlI^^ll % 12 ^o ^ '^<Rm riHtl^ t:- 

24.69 xfto - Mlf^M 

2.29 4to - #1? ^O 13 ^-fcl<bf^d, f^f^TdkxT %ZfT ^ - 3|f5^ xrmf^ 

II. 3541o - xnf^ 

2.894to - ^ ^o 13 ^-f^ct>r^rd. f^r^dR^I f3fT - aif?^ M^lf^ct 

6.774to -* Mli^^l 

4.ll4to- ^ ^o 13 ^-[c)cbRi^^ f^l^dR^f %2n -- arfx^ pmrf^ 

17.984to - xnf^ 

7.624to - 11/12 ^O ^-fc)cbR{^^ f^r^dRjl pTT - aifr^ M'Hlf^d 

75.4l41o - 

7.6241o - 9/10 ^o f^f^eff^ %jn ^an 


anf^ ^ ^ 
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33.53^0 - iTTf^ 

1 . 93^0 - 8tj- 3f?RT:f^tt>Ria.3fif^i0 ^ ^ ^3^ 

24.96^0 - qrf^ 

3.05T^to - 8 ^ YFT11 

10.80^^0- 

% WT g%cT W tl ^ 4 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ti 


3, ism gjrf 


10 w ^ 

7.62^0 10 ^ C^ eft^ ^ Muilci) ^ ^?Wf ^ l^ct>R]d W t. 

f^RT% ^ 'HFT ^ 4T^ 4^ tpRT^ ^RT 3liRlct) ^ ^ W cT^JT ^ WT cf^ 

% f^'41 "Wl A^el-^ % 3fj^ ^ ^ fiO^ ^RT^ % f^Rlf gRf 

% Pl«cf>ejuf cj^t 5?^ ^ Tpf^l (^ 4 cj>^ ^ ^ cF>^ % 

ter# ^ 3Tw4t ^ ( 

8 ^ ^ 

10 w ^ ^ ^ 8 W ^ ^ ^ 1988 4 ^ 

^ f^<?>RT cf>T4 ^ I ^ -j 2 1 0 ^7^ ^ STTf 

1988 ^^12 cf^ afk 3{te ^l^'ilch'^ ^ 8 ^ ^ W | q^HH ^ 

3.05^0 ?Tt^ cf^ ?n ^ ^ tefT 4 ^ TJcT ^ aTW4^ ^ 

^ 11 8 #iT ^ t, ^ 8 ^#iT 9/10 ^ 

art^ ^m?TT t, f^Ri^ 9 ^ % ^f%rT 11 

7 H*('i! 

5.98 4t ^ 7 ^ ^ ^ 1^ 9.5 IR ^ ^ ^ t ?rsn 66 fM ^rf?^ ^ 

t, cf^ ^ ^ 2.98 ^ ^ TOT ^ 1^ f^ ^ 

f^^r^cT f^'4f ^ ^FT ^ I 8 ^ ^o1 f^tfC ^o2 ?1c^ ^ ^ q |xj) 

^ t\ f|TO ^o1,143 4t c^ t ^STT 5 ^1 ^T#3T ^ cMT 

^ ^ 4^ 4RcTT 11 f^TO ^o2 ^ 43^ ^ ?T^ 3 ^ ^ 1 % ^ ^ ^ t, cn^Rff 
^ cf^ ^ TO ^ ^ ^ ct>t4 ctott # I 9=^t^ crarr 12 f^ ^ 8 
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^ f^«4t ^ ttt^cii ^ I ^ sdlR^I 5M l^cr>Rio f^nn ^ ^1 

^ <T^ m anvnr 40*ft x 404t t ^ ^c(R4l‘ 4.24t ^ ctstt 3.0 ^ t \ 

mivn 4>t 235 ift ^ 25Djft cR) #1 ^ fe^wivj ete^ 

^ ftF^n Wen 11 

3rr?f^ W\ <|)|^H! ^ f^rftcT qeSR 4>t W 11 W ^ 4^1^ ^oZRPT 

(^oXJ?To3fR) ^ ^ W an I T!?W13iIR ^ 1.2^^ 1^ <fe^ T^c^ 

^ ^ 1.5 ^o ^ W ^ ^ '^^Hlel ^nr ^STRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Ilf^ 

PmW 4H)200 ^ W tl ^o11 ^ cRRfF W tl nF 

TOT 55finft ^ ciie^^«! wI^tPh^ 3200 ^ ^o errg qqif^d q>vr ^ ani 

7 w #*T qq f^qro artier 1999 ^ ^ w sni ^ ^ ^ 

cT«n Tf q>T4 ^ ^ an i ^ ^ 7^ ^ ^ 

7^ ^ncT ^ ?T^ ^ q>T4 nf^T ^ ani ^rkt ^ ^ 5^ >3^ 

^ ^ran f%q % ar^^ 74f nf^r an i cfkm 4JT qfiroft ^ w\ 

tkn? wrm^ n^tieRkt % n>rzkaT^ ^ ^ ^ an, 7^ >0?^ % 3n%?r ^ m> n>^ 

38 ^ ?Tq> q|^ ^ an 1 ^ ^Indi ^ % 1^ flT^ ^ ^ ^ w 

qn? FT^^n^) ctw w ani aikRH qn? nr^ 4 ^ q>r qn? qrq sent^ n>t ^neft afri 
^ ^ af^^TcR nr?^ 1.04t an^ nw an ( Pinf^l^d 4 n>m 

^ ^ an- (n>) 541[ ^er^ 4^7^ yt?^ 4 (^ 6^ feq 4 6^ 4ncT 4 

(n) ?!kr4 feq N3fR 4 4aS\ 4qc^ 4 (^)^tt 4‘o'fen 4 74f 4q^ 4i 

qTnf%4t n^Jfcra4 ^ 741[ 4tn % f^4)m9ftd ^ qr?^ cf>t afk ^amqmgq 

n?tf4n4 ^ 74f qftn ^ ^qr^r nn^qaTcT an, ^m4 1966 4 aif^ qrq nn4 nm 

ani 74! q4n 4 wnyinyy ^!^r 4 ^ nn4 154! cicn qfw ^ ani 1966 4> ^rm^ 
^nnqm^q q?tf^Tn4 n>! 74! 4!n nn nn4 4^ q>q f^nr nm ^ deqatnd 'HHnini'^H 4 ^ 
wkar^ 4 7 4! 4^ ^ qp4 nq nmi ^ qqR 104! cTq> ^ ^ ani qq^ chlneii 
4 3 dH f4^ dnr cRTdrq xreT4m4 b^^th (13.11.2000 4 15.11.2000 dq>) 4> wr^ 
qn nq" q^ afrq ^ q^q 74! 4wcr ciq> ^ qnr i 4^ c^ nm 4q 4 qant4d qq ;|q 
an I 4^ f4q 4q 4 7 4! 4q^ % 4!4 ^ q^q q>4^ 44! ^ an i n>?7 ^rmr # 

% fdedi q4 fd!^ 4> ijd 74! 4«rcr 4 f^ 4q f%q 4 q4 600 ^sMqn qq grqr qrf^d 
^ f^nror ^ q^ an.^ ^ l4qiM4>q 5 qqq ^ 4 ^jrt enqm an, ^ 4 

^ ^ qq ^ qnr? qq 4^ ^sm ani qmqmgq n4feTn4 4> gqrd nq^qa?^ 4 4tqjq ^ 
ar^mf^d ^ qii^T 16 fJrfcmq 4^ an, 4! ard 4 5nnfl?T ^tq>q qml^ q>!fc^q4 n4 
qfTefCcnf^d qq? f4nTl 

4) iratH q>! qtTERT 

4qT4 nrq^T ch!}cbq 4qf4 q4^ 1^444^ q4 qq> qr^rw 4?q4! 


295 Gl/03—2 
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w Pi^^ i ch 

11 ^'oqfcKi <i»l'Mcif epf^ 11 Aw^ ^ w? 

^ *t4’<cl 01 OT TTO 0t A^ ^TR?T % 

l^r0?RF(^Tf^) % aiRlRxt) A> SfEq^r ^ 5}^ A> At 

smr^ 01 3Tf0Rm.1952 ^ gm 76 % At 3?No%ocTrH. ^cf>4)<^n (jrarcT^ 

^ ^IPT ^ ^ an. fvHFI0 gPTf^ At ?TT fi l d an 1 

^'tsqiel’q 3pn f^^FTt A> 3Ten0 0t 3ljctR<*> ^«n ^TWT an, fwRmn 

At %oTpTof^g, nn4nn^ Rr4?i*n(^^ ^ ^^nn ) 0, '^6indi0 3f0^ 
3ri0^PT^ 01 

AhA ^ % ^?0H ^91 imA t, 12 0^ 0 Tfzn t 

TRTRiRr^ ^gftsn % mc 4<?> 03 % *i^iMciai<t> in ^RFnf4?Tn> % nnr 

03^0^00TT^03t, 3i0tn 9 n0fcra^ t ^ A rr^ n?tfcn?^ 

t! ^4c-fi % ^*i<( # 4to^o0tcri^q (jTapT 00t % Rggg> ^FK?n?n jwnn n3 anw) i»R^t 
% H6iH6i£i0 01 0 vi-i4> 'fl^lqai0 04}q(s'Rqi) ^T05n»T q<^ll0ct>|^ 0t 0 o^o H^(H(^ 4<ncb 

^WT^cTT ?Rnnn3 ^\\<tf) % "^nar-^nar siI^Rtd At (wanr 00t % a^gq? 

WKn 5Rmq3 m\ 0^ M<iRj<fri^, At ^oAo ^ (wr AAt % iron? wren 
3npm3 gisran) 0t 01 0^ 3nctl<D jnR #T^jkff (sranr 00t % ^wft M4g 4> 

gRnfj) cian 0^ tjo%o ^3mcnm (wanr 0i0 % 'Stft 

unm n3 gr?^ sNg^ 01 \3n0> wTnrtr4 n^Tl0^>r0 % wr 0 0t Tfo^^olcmr^ 
(fe4]q 00t A ^iPT iraro TRmm 5Ri«iM3 WR^, 7 A^ At^ A vrfuA ^ ^^igch 

0^ 4to3?Ro (ft^tn 00t A iraw w?3r mmrs( cir^ 8 A^ At^ A mtA eran 
mt^ At (ftdtn 00t A sm^ wfHdi mm^i gnf^P). At 0to4toRf? 

(ft^ 00t % uggn? gT^) 0<f10^H A>mA9^ ^0At^A 

% um\A 0i At 3n?o3?Ro 0tnR3g (iirto 00t A srag^ wrai 3wnq3 gR^ n4gn> 
^ 0t 0to%o?FjRr (%ftg 00t A 5Tggn> ^men jpiMn3 gr^, nggn) 74f At^ 0> 

1A^ nT0t A 5?^ 01 At 3n^o0to^-fi(vi4JH<*> wnn h [ hi» i m 3 gi^) 0I 0t 

^oAto 'fwm mH^\ WHFm gr^ 0l At sn^oT^n (^r^sgr 

WRn JRmq3 gR^ 30.9.2000 ^ 01 0t ^o gg^ ^5?^ RFfto 01 

g? ^ gRgr feRRq ??V(i % # ^iietW ^gR^ 0gy^ At 3fR^ig> RrgRn ^ gAf^g^ A 
Jigg^ %w0^n0t0t0[^gTg0^ ggrgR ^ g>lf^g>n 0 w ggr i ^gxR 
ftftg 0g^ ^ «rf^P^I04l ^ At ^A^ ggr, ^ ggr 0t #t^ At 
^ 0 qgft^g ^ ^ g>')Rig4) 4 0gig 1^ A fadig> ani gidlfe 

^9H 3rf0ftgg gr apg f^>0) f^f^gg 0 Agg giff t, f^Rf^ 5 rt ^ jt^r ^ 

RrgRng0 0^ 
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cTFlfe^ ^ 

I 

^terr, 

SIKT^T ^ aw Pl^!?l4> 
TTR^ Cbtf^'^ ferf^rt^ 


I I 

^oT^of^rw 


I 


3TRo^ocTM 

I 




I 




^oT^oRi6 

^ 3TK) 


'H^ferw 


^o%o#Pjc^fT <HcJdK 

'WCfW 


^oTJ^oTTF^ 




TTo^OviMMl^ 

I 


I I 

XJo^oRjqK^t 
■^m ^WTcR 

^r$^/ 

7T^o3n^ 

9 ^ 


^oSTRof^ XJo^toqqvjn 

7 8 #»! ^lf%^ 


3rRo3iRo^ftgmra 

irw^ 


I 1 

^O^O^MVI 3rRo#o^Rr 
^61^4$ jrtsTflP 


Ptipcfl mcfl 


aicft ^ 
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rPi«Tn-~Skx3Cii^ 




’Je gfel W 02.02.2001 % jm qicft # % 'HIcT ^ ^ % 

% SA'?^ 5 ^ tR 5W1R 3W^ ^ TR ^ ^1 % grara, J,^ 

^o gqiajRT Afi 'Hei<l4> IRERf ^otftoajRofifr? ift ^STR 12 4^1 ^ 12.30 aPRIfR 

^414 «tt ^ if aran^ ^ ^ OT^ra % «T?gRr m=ft ^ ^ am? 

317411 «lft WPTT? 37|»ii4xifi.cl ^ 4?( ^ ^ f» ^IJPTR ^ % 4751^ *714^ glj 

f» citJi i<i<A jj *)4>ot 4^ I'll fs ^ (SO# c(km ^mg 'fl ^topij^ ^ 447 
447 # W74R 474^ If ^ ^ ^ 

474PT % 4754 an# if 4I4iR gif s^, Ji*74 ^ 4774474 ftS47l 44ft 4744 tSH 414131 

45iP|^ 4ICI4 45f 'gxMl ^fici ^ 4# I ®74 ^4517 45lPl^!fllcl4 % 3l l ^<l>l^4u i f ^ 5^247^4444 
4i7 ^ 454 314^ 334 45f 4414 ^ if 4l1i|c7 ^5471 45 ^47 447 gfipra glfe47 % 

^ <14 <7t4ft if PtfitRI ^ifM % ^ 4414-^ % ^ m^ IWUlTHH <ft 4lef #3 % 
•hai«sM ^ 474 ^ 4#l 44ft 4744 5(<H4H 43414 ^ 4Fft P told-^ m 57144 fi>4r 4411 

^ ^ ^ ^ 5^ % 4714 414 ft4i^ 

8 . 2.2001 4 ^ ?ft 47^ ai^ git ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

16.<7)'iq'ft.2001 445 29 aifrb4f % g57 ?1^ 45f 4154 Pl4iia7 447 | 


3fS2iro-IV 


4475 


6S ^ ^ ^4741374 5147 <7^ 447 ^ 57^, f?rf»ra $5 

5*^1^% 4475 <f4 “IT^'IO 4415 ift 4liSjf$73 f | ^5^ ^ ^ 47451^ % 441^ % 4n5?r 

45t 44? ^ plHi,(7 ^ S74f^74 %7J7 7737 ^| 

(45) ^ 1 ■'7475 4if 44247 % 4744 7 ^ 4ft4 ^ Ijq^m lf4 g5n}44 ^1 

N M 4475 glScil % ft4 % ^ % ciaq} Ifg affR^lIciy? % 47*7 if 4474 tl 

(4) ^ 4475 f^7=^ 47^ ^ 4i4fe7 474^! % 4m if 4474 ^ I 

(4) ^ 4475 ifren 4474? 47^ 474e7f 7747 31R7 47477 2a4f % 4m ^ 43p, 

fen ti 
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w 2,3,10,18,19,20,34,37 51 ^ 3n^ f I ^ 4^ 

^ t ^ Vim ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 ^ixm ^ 

% WVm fcR^?^ ^ 3TmM ^ cTSn ^3^ ^ €t ^ ^ #f1^ ^cIcT ^ 

^%a?t ■^fcRH ^ ’Tpft % ^ 51^ % arr^ ^ ^ ancTM ^ I ancT^ ^ 

w cfSTT WRR % f^ MI ^ TTF^mr^ ^ 1^ ^ 4 w^ 

^ii6it^ <f)^ aRT ^3)4^ 4lTfr 4 ^ w 

^ w4 4 4o 4,12.13,15,16.17,18,21,22,30,32, 33, 49 ?fsiT 50 fl 

4 aitonR ■nw 44 w? t 14 hc^ 4t^ hv 4^ 4^ ^ a4? 4 ^ ^ t 1 vi-i^ er^jp# 
cf^t TO ^TF t !4> "TO w 4tH ^ ^ef^cT) 4tH t ?f2iT 4tH 4 qT4t 4) w4t wm 4> 
cjjT^ ci>iH^ir4 ^ <sm cfF4 4 hiRc( to4 4 to?4 fMI ^ i ^ 4t tot 1^ 4 
441 ^TT4t 4) aRTTTOi R'HIci 4t ^ 4?^ w 4 tof ^ 4^ 4 4t tot i F3 tot^ 4 
aTT4 TO 41 TOT !4> 44 et 4 14totcT Rraf4?T ^ 4 144^ cfR ^ a44TO4 ^ 

7|| ajt F^TT 5 t4to> to arf^rol 4) TOifro 4) tot^ to#t 41 tot sjt fsjt 
16.1.2001 cf4 arf^TOrf 4) totIto 4 to> to 41 arotro 14?^ tot an arj^rofil, 
TOTf4TO4, TOf4^ TOTt^rofl, arm^ ^ to 4> yf^PiRi 4l^ 4) ^ 4 fcp 4 
,jieiMN-i 4> to 4 4 4414^ TOcn 4 totto tot ?f3TT 41^ ^?%41 4 tot 4 to^-to 4 
^ aif^q ^ 4 144^ 24.01.2001 ^ TO to?4 TO to TO ^ I totf 4o18 TO ^tTOf 
amT4 TO ^TO-ii % to^t 4) 4kR 4TO c^Rt)TO 4 4 ^?toto[ TOfTO # to ^to % 
!4j ^4 tot 4> ITO ^ xs^ ^trTO 4 toh 4? TO TOq 4 to4 to aroto toto tot ?fSTT 
to?t4 to aTTF4 44r 4) TOct to am^ 9TTI ^^TO tot ITOit 14> 44t 4 toU 

TO R^ ( ci aRT 4141 TO aT45TT aRTf4^ sn ^rsn to-to xs^ TO41 4 mi41 4> ^?€Tt41 Rtto to 
fTO> toto to^ to 4 4 41 TOI ar^[f4eTT 4) ^ 4 Rrro^ ^ TO, ^ ^ arRiroTO 4 tortt4 
TO TOTO^ TOTif i 

TOIF 4ol5 TO ^Jensr to TOfT^ TO TOTF 4o13 TO TOTo4to TOT TO Mi4R<i ^T^TO t 
TOTF 4o17 TO WTO $HK 4 cTTO^. TOToTOoTOTo TO TOT^ 4 1^ 44t 4> 

TOict 4o 3 to 4 4 toU % Rtoet 4 ^ f14 4) totot to^t 4cp I4ttt tot an ?fSTT totoTOototo 
4^TOh to Tot 4 4TOr 4o6 4 wm^Rd ^ 14^ tot wtt I^TOp 24.01.2001 % ero TOtct 
4o 5 4 wH i -dR d ITOtt tot I TOiF 4o2l TO ar^, H\i{^*\ wro to toh 11% 

4) 14^ wTO 4 tot^ 4) TO4 ?faTT ^ttTO 4to 4 darr ^RrTO 4 toh 4> 4Nt 4 ?faTT ^ 
4TOf 4 TO^ ^ ^ air I 4TOf 4o3 TO 4TO ^ccr>4 TO? 4) m?T TO> 4) TOW 4 tot 

4o3 4 TO^ TO TO TOT 1^^ 24.01.2001 TO tTO TO%n TO? ITOt tot 1 fTOtro 1.02.2001 
TO 4 tot 4o5 4> ?T#af 4 TOnfro^T f3TT aTTi TOTF 4o22 TO ?TWTOFT TO?TTOT, ailW^T 4 aRT 
totfI % tot41 tot ?rTO to?4 toft % fTOiro 25.1.2001 TO tottot^ 4 to41 4) toto 4? 
ct) i w tot^ 4 ^ toTO ar^lTOr 4 Pihcr 4? ITOj to ^ 4? tot 4> ?TTaT TOarro 4 wf4> 4 to 
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^ ^o32 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ %?1T sill Tigr? ^o33 ^ 

^ 24.1.2001^ ^ ^ TpTi 2p ^ :q^ ^ 

f^ 5ft T7o;^of^mrft, 3ftoT^ ^ 5ft tftoaiRof^, jf«iw ^ ^- 

5Tw^ % ^5^ ^ % ^fPftq ^ ^r ^ciT?n sn i ^ ^ ^ft ^ ^ft^ 

^ ^ (^«sief % ^4^ W ^ qr^ ft fft>TT ^ ^ I ^ 4 , 1 ^ ^ 

^ "4^ c^cjci ft>^ ft 45(4 x:([^ Hioft ft ^1 vjiH^ anft ^ ftt ^4 >k f^r^ji 

^ ^ qq fftHjf^ ^ 3?^qf^ ^ ^ ftq % gm mm ^gttcTT aiTl 

% q^TR ^ qq? ^?3xRT yRfkr ^ 11^ ^ ft wi s ri ^Pt^H 1952 gft 22(3) 

^ ^ PrftWT ^ 4^4 ^ ^f^lPRT w ^ 8 2001 ^ ^ 

qilq fftqr w! ^kt qft qft^ ^snqqnftt ^ % 45 t 4 qqidq fft?^ qPf^iPi 

ft RFm Wl qw 4-49 CT9TT 50 qq ^ t 1^ 1.2.2001 ^ ^ cftftt ft 


41^ ftef^ % ftr^ ft qc^ eft? - ^ 9q cTSir qyftl feq % qr^ 3TO ajll feq cift 
fftqr w 2n ^ ^ ft aifftqntf ^ ftt qftl sft l 


vm 4o 20,37.38.39 c^T 40 wn^ % cft^ crft % 3 RTft^ apft f ^ 

HiHdl q^ q^nq fftqr qqft ft qqj? fto 38 5ft siRoqqo^^^ ^^ i q 4 > 
qw 4o 40 5ft ^ qq-^fT4^{q%g), mm 4o 44 5ft ftoq^oq^ 

qPqr ^ ftfttq ^ffftOT qqrfftqqft ft qgq q^ fto 14 5ft 3TRofttoqrfT ^fT45m5 SJT pJp^ 
qqR?,2000 ft 4Tq1%ftt qftlftqft ft ftqqpr f^eii sq) qft % ftq q^T? ftft qqi? ^ qft 

ftqftq ^2n % qrq ft ^iftiqxrf ^qft-^roftt ^ ftqiq ft i ^rftqq % qqjq ^ 

^ ^ t ft ^ qftOT qq qqft ft^qd»j;4q> fftqfftcT q^q ft ftqrfftcT %qT q>qft ft. 

qq ft? qqqur qftm qqftt qft qiq ft ftqjq q^Rf ftqq q^ SJT cT^T 
ft $^ft> qft ft qftqq ft Prqfftq ^>q ft fftt^yqq [ft>qi q^qft ft 1 qqi^ qo 38 5 ft SIRoqqo^^ 
qq qqrq t fft? q? ft c^rft^ t ^qft 8 fto ftftr ft ^JTTq?^ ^ fto ftftr ft fftcf 

qqr sq qrfft 3Tft^,l999 fti 4fft ftq^ ft qqft q^ qrftT fft?qT mj fftmft? fcTq qqrft aftftqrfti 
ftl qoftroftqijqq qsq qftq^ 5ft qoft^oqqreqm % ^ q^rqft fftq qq fft4?T ft? 3?^^ ^fTFqfft 
?qqT^ fti 1 qqft? fftftqr % ^ qo ftftr % jftftqqn qq qq^ 8 fto ftftr % ftftq^ 

qqqq % qqrm sq qan 3ftftq?H qq^. qftqq? 5 ft qqTeqrq. 5 ft Pfqrft q^q 

qfft[q aftqq?(^«n) 5ft qo^o ^ ^ F^qiqTpq fft?qT qqi zql qq-^rftqq 5ft ^ 4 1 6 1 ft fftqm> 

7.1.2000 qft qftlftqft ft qtqqFT fft?qr aq qaq ^ ^ qqft #qT qqj I ft?# # 

qqfft q^T q^-q^qrq fft?qT ^qrqr 2 q{qqqf 7) qaq ^ F^-qq?fT q? ^?qm aq i 

4tft c^4ci ft qrftl qq ^qqjq 3Tqft #q ft qqft % T?^ ft # 2 ql ^ftftftq qqqq? % fftftqr <f} 
OT^qR ftqq qft nlftqqq qqft ft q?qft ^ qiffftq qqr STTI #ft qq qfqft ftq^ 
% 4tq ft ftt^ft qq fftqfw qq? «3qq?N ft fftqr W 8111 #tq)R fft?qT 1ft? qfftrq W 1 






^3rii)3 _ 

ll2tjl iffePnr?H^5iikr^>raTsn(H??f i/7)?^ sran w ani >1?^ ^ ^ 

ftHi® 25.1.2001 ^ mm ’?Tl^ 8 5i*R! «ft B'UHrra, ^h?toj 

^ ^ 'T? «ft 3tRo#ojrra,^?T*rf % ’ftm smji ^ 
^vj=i%#a^ #>i aM ^ 11^ ^=ra^ 

tWT ^ W? ift cn^ ^1 5^ "^raie % 3fpR ^ ^ ^ ^ Rld<('<,2000 

I ^ ^r? tR fi|^ ^ 3n^ ^^ 

3,1,^ ^ gjprtcra it an^ ^ g!?Ti g? 26.1.2001 att ^rafem w trai f^.2OT0 
% 311% qicft q%55-5l^ % antlR q^ ^ ^ =10 #>T qJT f%>i: =% 'otlf^ 

fq qq?n ftuK usir 5=fT iraiR =% ftn; qq qtum '^fteq % ai^ ^ =nqi fSl> 
gqq qirf %^qtqqqit^=n=ft=%mii3n«niq5^ifii=ioift=i 

?rat 8 %o ^ gq qim ^ 

qiqfM qilfoiq^ %u#tr^q^ft>qTqqi8ni181T=31S% sPRPTJf 31=^ % ^ =1^ 

^ %gT 8n qit nigcf: qq?n %o il2q ^ ifip Mtat^tP) #l ^ air^t q? 
qi4ife<fl cPtfcTEfft, %?Hoi ite^^l3n=#«qimiwi=iq^iftq% ^tqe %o1 ^ ^ ^ 
451M % qitoT qq # % 8TH OT% q? aiRtq eFirar ^ ^ =5111^ 

qq?n artira!# git f^^arar m aiftgi# ^tj^iwTqg^iptqqqiftqi i^an^q? 
# ^^IgiR 1^ qq?ft % =fT%1 aitet ai%«iT3ff g% q^itur qqi qi irai =ioi 

% 90 %fe=f % «nq ggciig an qqi qi, oifeq % ijii att^i miq "i^t f%4i qi stt? q? 
ggcira sm qHirft. 1999 % qq ^ =1^ 

qgif qo 40 * mi f^rgim % aSt f=i ^ 5 rt f^ qq qqiq ^ ^ 

f^qtgj 25.1.2001 qqqqi, -ift <ftoaTr?of% wgigg? qgqip qsq «% q^o»o#qr<T i, 'qjft q 
^^qgK %5 qqq laq^i qq qq qq qqi 3iq^ wjfcrq^% 3n% % feq q^ i =oiI(5q % 
OTq qiP ciraii qg?n ^ ft>qi qqri ^ 3n% gqn % gim t qnn^ qiRi' ^ airarq 
qq 'cff^q gq% %qT qr qqt ^.2000 % fitrq qq qi^sqq % amnq qq qrar qggn ^ 
fSpqi cwr qrfr% qiqr qWt ^q?iq % qqq qqq qftq w ^q?r %orft qi^^i g>1 ftqn if q^ 

qgr ^ qgigq.2000 % ^q# laqi^ % gT% % nsraq qtl ^gf%m l^igr siil ^ q? %1 g;^ 
ft; aiftigr d aft qo%o#ryqT % ^ qq qsit aqq qiftqq qq qf^ qqqq qqf^ ’q®qi SIT I 

qgif qo 14 aft aqqoqfto^ qft qciqq,2000 ;ft qqr qm qgi iiftqq ift ^ ip?f=^ 
^gqrsfti qqT% ftt q? gisr ft> qfq^ qftgqq ira % Tmqq it^toi gq gnsf qftra qgqq qf 
qtenftm q^ ftiqi ^ i ^fq^ ^ ^ ;ft gif grq qtq ftq? ^11% ^ qiqr^cf ftt 
aqgqq® gqqiftqi ftrqr^ arrarq qq q? qr^gror gq4 cpqqr qrgcq sq, q=% qgqq 5iqi ^ 
gTqrqr qqr I qqrft >sft f=l % gift w qrqsN q>q^ gq g;^ ft> 11% gqqtera ft ^q: "qfiftq g>qft 
ft) grg ftqfti 26.1.2001 gft cHW ggsir ^qtq ft^qr qqr q®q ^ qfqqtqqrgq 
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^ ^ wm cfi^ ^ ^ ark ^ ^ 

W t ^ 3?f^^cPT^f ^ c!^ ^ ^ Tfq ^ ^ 

trm Trq qcp^ c^ I ^3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Pl4:^||^^-tK 

27.1.2001 ^ ^ ^ ^ qq (fqq #1^ ^ ^ f^ ^2TT irq 

c^cid ^ cpTjf C^ cfT^ \:5'ti4> 3TTETN ^ '’Icf^TT ^ t^R 1 qqejc^ ^ 

cj>^ ^qr f^qi i FTefr% wl^f^|7> arq^ q^r ^ 

z^ WEf ^ qc?f5ici f^ i 

^cTRJT % '^^^^2000 3^ ^ ^574^ TfFW 4? q^rJlcl 

4 ^[F ^ f4> 4eyfl ^ f^rri 4 Pis^x^q ^ ^ q ^<a<S\ 41, 4 aqcR^r^ 

q51 ar^qf^rl^ % ^ mm ^ 4q4q 4 afR qmr 

2TT fe ^♦7' q^YT 27.01.2001 4 30.01.2001 ^ Ff^TT f4nn mu STTI 

qc}]^ gq arqcTT cpI m %, f^rfqq ttt^ ^^441 hhchI 4 '^ 5^711 

m mm %, mm m 41, 41 arcRi 4^ fto4, q^chi»f i , Tjcrr^ qo 42, 41 

41o4?o eM'Ji, wrw cr>l(dq41 q4^, qqi^ m 45, 41 aif%41 jqr? 44t2T 
wtoT^l, mm 4o 47 41 ^41^ f^R qf^Tcp, ar^km 3d44cn. ^qqr 441^ cfrrqtcRi. mm 
4o 48, 41 fqiT f^, c^feRi^ 3 tI4w. qrqf%41 q4fcT^. mm qo 54 , 41 41o^o 
^rq m- wf m 55, 41 w? arf^cRfl, ^ Pij^ich , mm m 
56, 41 aTNo^odlel, f44?Tcf>(cTcf?4l41), 4lo41o41oq;^o, TfcH^ 4o 57, 41 ^rq cTfeT 3 t 4^, 
^5fT qFTf^4?m>, 

qqJF qo 59, 41 ^o%o #=PJI<TT, ^'Oj-c; qqTF m 64, 41 cTePT 4l4, qqTF 4© 66, 41 
qRTqcT f^, ^^4 4 >t 4 4r41f44?Tcp, aiidRqj 4qqq, 41o41o41oqefo I 

qqrq m 41, 41 aref^ 4q f^qRl 44 Pi ^14) qFrfe41 4? qqrtoq^ 4? qrq 4 
q4,1997 4 44 q41 411 viHq>) 4?6"ii % 14) 41 aqq "4 ^4 tt ^ 

44fcTqfr 44 PrfteTOT mm q^qr ^ \ z4 ^gqqr ^ q41 14) 41^ ^ ^4^ 44 4^4 

^5^4441 4R qq qfq w 2TT alW 5^44^ q=# 444 ^?«Tf4q qq4 qsq q ^H41^s^d q^Hq c^ 4^ 

^ 541 44 641 ^4cfl 4 4^ 44 arr^^ ^qr qsr i ^444 4747 f 1^ 41 c4% 4 

^ 1^ 4 f 144]^ ^ c^ ^ ^ q41 41 411 l^>j 41 4 ^ s^, ^mm> 

44447174 a7lcr?4q t im TFR^qrarl q^ 44I %47 4>^ ^ I qq44 arnl q^qr 11^ ^4e7 4^ 
fe]7 44^ {qqq) c^ q4 44744 ^ ^ 1X30 4T 1X40 ^ 44) q?Tt47 W ^4 I ij 

^^^1447 t 1^ 44^ 4 ^ ^ 4^ 4?]f4T W 277, I^R7% 47^ 4 4^ ^§744 44 
viMl^ll^ 4 44^ 44 37444 ^4147 24) v3444 W47 t 1^ 'H^JH4>1 ^ 45^ 4 4l "qcli^ ^ 
4 '^c| 41 4)1 1^74444 ^ afR 4 ^ 4^?!% 44^ ^1 4)'^q f^jqfl ^ 37444 4^4747 I 
4F 5774 4^ t % ^ aiRo^o 474, 4547cp ^ ^^{447 ^ c^ 47477 4447 44747 277 I 4444 4F 
^ 4)F47 t f^ 4?lf^r ^ ^77^ 4?lfe74^ 447^ ^ cf^l 4M m 44t 4^ % 444 ^ 1^47^ 16 
4P7c7fl,2001 4^ anqll^d ^44) 4 4ql^ ^ ak 20 x^mfi, 2001 4^ m 

4^ W ^ 3774P44 %47 2TT, fkf ^ 44c^ 4qf^ ^7 ^ fkn4 >57^ 4)lf gF7 4^ 4474T 


=• f *« 1^1 >1 
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[MFTII—^^P*lg3(ii)3 __ MTOf — 

w 8ITI Wm ^o 2001 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5^ 31Ro#o ^RT A -iiJtRr 4t % 7 «ff 'cJTi'O ci>APi^ ^ ^ 
a< i ^^d #*11 # jr^ ^ 3ft? ?RT ?pi^ ^ ?n^ ?t^5PT ^ ^ 

SJTI 3nft ’H5 \q>W 1^ 25 Rid<4’^ 2000 ^ ^ 

sri^ranfM ^ ^ vstirfi^ ^ ^pft ^ ^ ^ ^ 5R^ 3ft? 

yra^ ^ ^?r^ ^ f^. ^er^efFr ^ ^ wr? ^ 

jRre: ^ w «iTl ^ 3?rEn? ^ ^ ^ 4 ^ ^ fvFftm^ 

^T^EfRf? ?4 11^ ^ t I ^ ^ ?T^5Rf> aft ^ SJT ft 7 

ftt^ % fft^ ^ c(i^f^4) sn^ ^ «;vif^i sn l ft ?ftto? ^>?ft t cprft^jrft ^tw?tt 
(5f^ ?to 1 /7) cn?^Tfft^ ??ftEfn? ej’^Wi SIT aft? ^3W ^T^?TT ^ 

ft iHRir w sir I Nj^i4>T t «iiTif^^f) aft? vf^Rwg? ft> ft^ ?TftOT % ?tt8t 

^ ft wm ?Tft4t (31^ 1/6) ft^ sni «iHii^^ft aft? «ni?m^ % en? 
(ftft^Tft ^ ftfeT^ 20 ftk? Tiftt tl 

>3H<|j| ^ vfftRaH (w^, £J)l4<*>lft ^Twft (wt) ^ jrift ^ ^ 

(51^ 1 /7) I \3^i5>T Hmi # ^tfcT^ ft a^^ ft ^FiP? fiJTHfeftt ^t^T^ift ft anft 

^nft ^ifcT kHM^ ^ 1995 ft ^l€t aft! \J-^ft 't4)<*>W 1^ ft f^^1c4> ^TTjJft ?f^f?C? 

^ 6^< T K T ? ft, ^ ^ a!(?w4 ^TcTT^TT ft>ft 02.02.01 ^ ^3^ ?f^R^ 

ft Hcit|4> dft ftj F^?P5T? ft I {JT^ 1/7) I vs-^ft arift ?4to? fft>^ 

20.11.2000 ^ 1^ ^ Iftftm % ^T?^n?T WT M6lPi45(IH41 ft ’^ftt ?ft’T % ^ ^ 

^)?ft ^ aiTft?r fft^ arr. ^ ^ itt?jt 

^ fftzTT W «TT( airft ?fttw % fft^ 25 fftcm, 2000 ^ ft 

ft?-g>l^ft^^?H ftt gvJ^^ T ^ ^ arr I vJ-^l’ft ^ ftt 't<ftcr)Ki ft 7 ftf ?ftTT ft cI'IWK ^ 
R^}<n % cbKUl ^ «>h 4)'1 ^Rft ^ ailcl^^4>c1J ft ^>?T? ^ ^Tftt aft| 

T|^ 42, aft ^o %o 61 ^'<I v^ell4 2000 ft ^ cftfeRTft % 'M6r^4> 

JTftar^ ft, fftrft ?ft qifftftl ^ otJ^tt? ftftrr w anl ft 7ft tjcT 8ft ^ ^ 

fft^qfft?? fftftOT ^ ftl ' 

< 3 H<jj 7 cF^ # 24.01.2001 ^ ?ft?rft ft ^ fftnrr ^RTT aft? 4fft> 

4>Tft y<Fi^ ft)? ^ STT, ITftW % tftft?! ^ 25.1.2001 ft) #fTft 

ftro ft) ^ w I #frft ftcn^ ft ^ ^F?ft % ^ ^ ^ 6/6 

ftk: mn\ ^3^ ^3^ ^ % ^5^ 2000 ft 7ftf?fNftftHftT^^F??ftfti 

?TftfM ^3^ ft) ft^ an I 22 vji-iqft 2001 ft) WTT ^ dlftft ft^ ft?T ^ WT 
^aw ft) ?!?^ ^ ?FT STT, 1ft?Tft 4>W^I ft?T ft xTfft) «?6cr>? ft) ?ftFTcRT aft | ?PTcpr 
arrft ?ft)w ^?^ t fft 9ft ?ts^ ^g?5!T ?Mot ft) teftftft) ft ^ ^^ttcpt ft 

ftftft) \3Mli| Iftft vTlft xiri^ ft, ^ VT^T? ft ftft '^'<«illt:H4> v}Ml<^ iftft \ 
tft?ft ft) prtt? ^ aimidcbicft^ ?7??n 7 ?ftTf i^i^e ft aTcrr^T sn?? vnft ft fft? an i 7 
?ft?T 4n 7 ft ft^ ?rdft ft4?Pi aftftf?! ftft ft ^ ^ an, )ft^ ft cjft wr 
^ Iftnn I ?4)»T? fft^IT ^ ^Tlft) ft 65 ft 84 ^ an I 451FTT t 


295 GI/03—3 
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% 24 2001 ^ 7 ^ ^ 

2TT, ?WT ^ W. cW'lRj ^ 5161^ ^ ^ tHTI 

2TTI 


^chK t ^O 112 f^rate ^ 'SET 

^5TT H^lPl^!?lld4 £im ^ 4^ MiT ^ 31IPM '^Tf! ^ 1 ^ 'jft ^W^ ^ 

% cOT Tra^T fell ^ 3it^ ^ ^ 2TTI WF ^TfSR - 45. ^ TTo %o ^ Sr^ ^ST 

1%^Tr ^ 6^ ^ ^ ^ffrf^jf)- ^ ^ ^ 5mrf^ ^ ^3^ ^[^nto ^mcHcii^ ^ 

3T^Tc3?T % %MR?fr ^ argcrr^ ^ 3 trotj^o ^ qcn%^i^ aft 

frrar^ % ^T!if%^ 4>'1f^ii>n % #ET ^ ?fsfi ^mfM ttcI cfm^ cptfefq^ 

% #cT #qT ^ 2TT q^ CTSIT ^5T?mq^ c^tfeHI^ ^ q5t ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ JiftI t % WRlf^ cpt^fq^ 7 ^TffiR ^ ^ 

^ WT ^ ^ \3'Ft'^ 04.12.2000 ^ 7 ^ ^ Pi^OT 

afk «bl4chl^ ^ 'Jft 21T, q^ ^ V3^ IcJ^ qw q>t ^ 3TFft 

^ n ^ 1%^ % ^ ^ t ^ wm] \ 

w #fr 4 ^ ^ ’^RF ^ amPTF^ ^ f^wr ^ P^?n i 

\3^T'^ <#^>7^ % ^TJRFT^^ q^tferal^ 4 ^ ^ krtlcH ^ qq 

^ 3TmRT SF, q^ ^ feqidRq cfR^ ^ airqw^ hf^ 4>t \ ^ q^un 7 

wf #q 4 «diR^q ^ ^snq HFiPi^^n^ ^ Pi4^ q^ ^ 3# 

■^’ qFiq4y<3f> FRT Slil'HlRd ^ q4t aJt I Mlv^cti#H 4> 'ttq^ ^ vRcpr q>^ t 
% qrcmr ^Fm w sn 3fR qq^ ^ 1|fq^ ^ol q>t feqrr f%q ^ ^ 
w STTI v3q% ^F ^5q ^ ^ ^ q^ aft \ qdun f^ qrqi^^ft ^Rrt 

Tqqar ^ ^qWT^ q^tfeH^t ^ ^ ^ ^ 4tq qft ^ft^T qft 

■^eqi ^aiPT (qqzR q? qRk 7 - 8 qSfe ani v3^ ^q>w %qr % ^Rzr 4> qqdT ^ 
^ qiqv^q qw qftq^ ft> q>Rur q^ qRt ^ q#f |31T aJT I 9mt qqiqr % 

^3^ TTF ^ q^ ^ aft 7 q^ Tftq qq 1^ ^ 7^ qq ^ aiT qi q#fl 

'f<ftq>i'i Rrit % qrqfM qq vshret^ q^tfcrqfM ^ 4H ^Rqq qft qtcr^ ci^nPrq? ^ftqr ^ qFq 

#t qqRrff 4r q4t aft ! qqrqr qqrf^^^ ^ qF ^ 

qqm-qq Ppkr Rrtt an Rqtqj 23.01.1999 qft ^ Rmsftq qiMr ^ 

RiuiiRvi ^ ^rjqrqq ^ qrqfM 4 ^ qq qrfeq 1^ qqi ani Rrh ^ 

q>i4ctj|'ft qqqiT (qqqt 1/7) 4 41^ qq arranq #4 ^qrqr frt aif^ qqr an. q^iRr 
anq?^ FRT qqrq nq qmrto aqqqq ^ ar^;^ q^ftqr qqqr qr^ an i q>FT R? 
4 qrqr qF^ qR^ ^ 7 4f Tftq ^ ^ ^ ^^^jarrq i^ wm ^ ^ ^qcr 4 qiFRrq 

(^ran ?rjRi) ajT. qq^ ^ ^ 'jft ^ qf( ^ qF j4eHj ^ qpT tqr i 
qqjqr 4 ^Sq ^T^SRT qR^ ^ Rfq qffeqft qq qftf Mq qcT qf^ q^ Rrh an I 
qqrqr qqiRr^ qq qq4 qq qrPTcq 9iRl^ RRtefq? qq qftfcfq^ 

qqrferRt ^ qqjqr t afR ^sra^t ^ gqift^ j^eqi ft> inajte ?fR qq Mq ^«Tr 
qqiRr^ ft Rju^qw Ftm tl qqqq q^ t f^ ^3^ qqift ^ qft 1^1 qF?q^ ?fR w 
qq^ qpiqr t qF anqrq qff an % fRm ^qqr ^ wf qft ^qi^ 


■I !•« W <1 




24 01 2001 ^ aram * ^ w «i profit ^ '>iii<Pi'n sft 84t 4>i ^ 

jil^ 

qg^ ^ ^ *ft. ^wn 'Riterft ^'m otoi^t ^ ^if^i (^ 

JTifi) 1 4^ 2001 4 4i»iiM ^ 127 % ^ 1^ ^ sn^ ^ 

^^iqR^4n^4ft(n^-27)i^3mt4^iraif^4iT4^ ii1=^ 

% ^ ^ t ^rg ^ ar f?g? ^ ^'?f^ ^ ^ 

9\^m ^ wi 


tri^ ^ 47. »ft qf^. aritem 3!ft*n. ^srafera m ^ph^i 

t ^ qg«R 2000 ^ ^ 45rafcra if fStm w 3k ^ iiPilM 

qifftrkf ^ V4 Jrtf^ wqf k smrft ^i 7 « ^ f^ ^srara^ 'g^ w akjs^ 

^fm 31^ Praq# k fctq'iraw cPirar w ati I ^ ^ 4n4 ^ srnfct ^ k'T?gRT 

feq ^ ^(R qig k 'mRf 60 ifeTo^fto (63iq 3) 4g ^ W OTTOI kill ^ ^ ^ 

ak m 5nr4 ktl ^tniff ?f4?H ^ qit# w w an, 45» qpft <pt ggra gkor feq 

4^3im^6 3iq3qq5RI ^5^ 400kHHf?lfiR^^^^84fkq4^3nffl 

^ I .qTRiqj? qrtfkl^ ^ 7 4f kq % g®I f%^ 51^ fk qfeq if 

^FTiit ^ k sifit Pr^ 2000 kH qRt ^1 k ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ aff 3fR ^ 45t ^sq ^ ^ kRi IRFI k f^ -sra fkpi# sifrjpp sSf l 'S'’*' 
qmi t ftj qft qfkt ^ ksR 2000 if ^ #q fknfR 5 ^Rra ^ 4i1ki qff §3ii ^ cit 
kki ^ ciCT ^ aigsq fkpras an ?t<i>cii airl F5cira ^ ^ ^siw iy qjifkra if 14 
firikrq qRt aro ag, Prarai ^ an ^ann i wm nn qg^ng"t q?^ w 

st#n jprafcra 4 ^ % q^^ira ?ft ^jqisqra jwnn ^ ^rke ^ xio%o #njqn ^ 

4 cfjTH ^ I 

Tiqig qRR 48, =ift g?fk faR f?ig. qitfkrff aiftkir nn aiaai t PP 25.01.2001 jp! 
qkjcP k snkngaR \fao^o^o jRffa ^ #fpft #ra araai ka ^ 5 ^ ^ 

qtai fkn an 3 k fkkP 01.02.2001 ^ 4 aff ^ aiaai ka ^ 6 k kra 4 ^ othi 

fkn I aann kPPR ^ t anw ^ ^ ka if 3i1^ ara fkim an I <RR gkai wff 

V4 a1?Rft kraaf k ^aMnR if ^tarar aai an sk aia if i:kf-^ ^ aa? ana <rr 

crarai aarl aarai f^ 7 ^t#akqRai^kwia ankt % ^ 30 xja ^ an aa 

OTiai w an I ma 4 60 aa ift an qq OTiar aar ait hPi^ xiR at an4 aRai an I 


qcng aRR 54. «ft >fto aTt»kt. aaRkia^ ^ W an as^ai aaa^ 

^ aga ga a>1RiaR at. Paa^ aiafM am - aia 18 aitkafkit iff aiPtei f, an aaR 
kai aai an aa% fkna sri ag fkai aai fkia. PlPtaa ^ afk^ at aanra 
»iqfP)d fear qmn t afR gkP f^ aa afR aat; kara % aim akrakfaR srpp ^ 
aiapa ija aiifkP fktsRi aRt ^ i akft ^fRit, fkisR. aaa^ aai fkia?, 20001 arafeift 
ntfkpff an anfkP tkfsm fkai an fkw. if fkn ant arai tktem apn^a ^ ^sa 
cnaw ^ afaPR an t akR, 2000 t mafkft atfkkf an snftia. fkfsm ftmi ai ak 
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5Pm^ % ^ ^ qj^ eff, ^ 

^ I ^ t. fe ^^s r, 2CX)0 A 1 

^ 'm ar^ f^nrr i 5 nt 1999 ^ <t>i4“^K ^jguy g>^ ^ 

^ ^ WfP5T %qT w i ^ 3 ^ ^FifM 4> 7 ^ ^ 

wt^rfl ^7 3i«m ^ ^ ^ ^ qj^ cpT q?n wr qsjf^ 4 “qn^ 

^ % TT^tqTST ■'JfR ^ C^ t #? qf^ qrqf^ q^tfera^ cPT ^ ^ 

tM ^ 60 ^ am% Tfqqr t ^ qrqf^ ^ qf^.srri 7 41r ^ 4> 

^jT^jqqft ^ qrqr W qFcn ^qer ^q^li ^Rq'i ^75 4te^ c^ q^ 

^Hctji qj?qr t ^Tci v's^-R] qq^ (t^qq) (qq^ 1 /6) w stt. q^ 

120 qre:7 ^ '5^Rio viitq q^ w an 1 qqmr 1^ 25 RtcWJ, 2000 ^ 7 4f 

#q 4> ^ q?qRl 4 aniit (qq^ 33)^74tTTq8ff^^ f4w q7 ^ 

qq>7: l^qr an alk qqyq Pr^ an % vrimq^? ^ Tiq^ q>^ qnr qn^ qqmr qim \ 

qqq^^f <bw^ t qq4? q%4qq A ^ q4t ar^^Rn Tnq cjji4^o " cpr nodsi an 
4Rn7 7i'^ ^ an. qn^^i qqy q^^rf^q qm^m^ ^ qrqfM ^ ^ ant 

qqqq 3n4 ^ qnr qq^ qqf4 % Rr^n ^ qqq>i ^Tiqr qm?Ff^ ^ cnr^-Ta?^ ^ 

qRqfcrq> fctwiq w\ qqi dqiqr aq i ^q44 f4>n[ arq4 skt q4 Rr4?T q^ 

3i^q]cqq Rqt4 qr^r q^ an aft^ qT'^^qqg^ ^ ^ tenfft qq4 qqf^ q^ an aftq ^rq qq> 

^ q^ Rmn^ qnoi oq cnn ^"1 qnr qq?n TtqqcT; q^ qqrar ^r^kh ani an^ 

qqini ^4cqi % q^qiTT q? qinr W qq4qn4t qq?n ( qq?f 1/7) qtq^ ^ ^ qrRUT 
qprtlqfr q^lferqft ^ 7 4f #7 cpT ^74 f4an ^qq>rrq^ cf>1 ^ ani qqnn 

q>^qT ^ 16.11.2000 ^ qrqfe^t 4 ^ntf^ ediR^n 4t q41 ar^nf^ ^ 

qrqq ferar an i qtqRi n^tlcTqf) 4^4^ ^4eqi «nq 4 TT^cn? f^nr qnr an q ^ 
i q'Tm^^ 4 TTf^q qfcT % qq '^'cjtmTT % qq^ ! T^tqq? f^>qT 4 qfrq 
^ Tfqq 4 9 4t Tq^crq q^t %qqfM % qf^ 4. ^ qmf^ 

o^id 3?f4qT4 q^>g>q q^ f^qn! wr4 an4 c^ft 4 f^qrq^ 2.2.2001 ^ 

qinf^^t qq qnqr^ ^qpT q^ qj^ qi4 a) afr? qiqf^iTi qqqtdq 4 7 t 41 q??tqj4 qqd^ 
qq^Mrq vRT q^f an! ^letif^, y»M41q ^ qm^jer qr^jnn q^i q^dq 4 q^lc^ 

qq TnnqT ^qq q^ RtcII ! arrc^ i4q 3.2.2001 q4 ^ q?cq^ qqqr^^ 
qq^ ^-^q qfl qrn q^ afR 4 RrfMt 4 qqqq ^ afR ^ ^ q^ i ^yt 

qnn afR fiq q^.n^qr ^ qri4 q^ 14q qq i ^ ^ ?rf? 7^ Rqnr t % 

^TT^'TT ^ ^ qr^lt Rrqq^ f^qr #t qnr w£ir> q^mr qqiqi qq an i qq^ 

f qeif^ qR:M q4f^q'4 4 tRq^ q4 4N ORT? ^ 120 4teR q^l 41 q41 41, 
qiqf^ ^qqqq^^ crn q^7> nipq^' 4 20 4kR q51 eft afR qf4 qf dkR l f^ q qq^Rar^ 4 

4Rq7 60 41qq <; ^ >q qft qq e7 ii ^Tqn q^iPi^seiidn cpr sniq qqr afK am?q qm 

I qqcnr cnq'-n , % 414^7 qft qqr^ fqcnrrRq nmiq 41f^q> ft> amnq q? qnft 

qn ^Tqqft %, q ^ ^ ! 


qw q^q^ - 55, 41 qqo 3r[T^-qq\ft. ^qrq ^'^qn Rr4?rcn. f^iqqq qr^n 41 ftio ^o 
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[^n—T5P»g3(ii)] 


^ c}>^^! ^ f^Hicb 25.9.2000 ^ eil^lfe^Tl 


^ % MiWId eTFTfe^ M6itlc|> ^ ^^TT Pi^?! '(i^TP H*Wl % 

3?mR ^ «TT 3ft^ ^ ^ 21TI vJ-|cpi t 

f^PlWR. 1957 % 126 ^ 315^ ^to!^ ^ ^ <ao'(i SfT/ 

vl^Y - ^ ^ 51^ 8 ^RT 105 % cT?cT ^ 

fcK^Tf w ®1T aft^ ^ fcjP^^ 127^ NS'tiA ^ 

«IT! ^t|>K ^RIT % cft^ Tr^Tpt^^TTOT % 

^RI vjTN cp^HT 3iiActl4 t. <pAx 4|R^ ^ % gjRTJT ^ ^ ^ 

^ ti ^ ^mfM ^ 31^ l999Af^ w 81T 

aft^ ^ w 'wfeuf % ^YfPT I^Rft cRig^ ^ vdeci'^-i ^ ^?T^iT wi vi^YA afiA <NaNi % 
A, NdM[AA^I<t> , ^ %o ^»crft. # T?o%o^, c1ctl>Vc^ ^-*16 iPiA> 1«P ^ vJMpiA?(t^, ^ 
% WST 1.2.2001 ^ «IFTfM ^ P[^ «1T 1^5^ ^ TO ^ ^ A 

*gpTO ^ ^ ®?T I anA cr>^ % ^c^^tept ^an 

H^ i PiA '! ? i RH ^ ?RT ar^^ wrrrt wt ^ ^ ^ f 

^3^ T|4^, Hif^cb TJcf % ^fTFTOTO ^ ^ t ! ^3^ TO^TT «lMlf^A) 

ctAf^^^ % 7 ^ ^ TO^roJt 'Hlf^>^ «dlRxiM aT^*l1% 5TRT toA % toA 

■0H M^lPlA^illdil ^ «n, fcJp^ ^ 

toA A> aRTTcTT a?Rf ?pfN^ HglfA^TneRT % a^(b|tt>iR<A ^RT ai^TOT ^ 

Wl >3-^1 A tot ^IcfllA? ^ A AiJHe! 1^ ^ ^ 

^^it^TT “TO SIT aft^ ^ ^ A PidR ^fST^ ^ sni vd^eAA fAtn^ cto 

%zTr erf^ A ^ q^^rf^rr to ^ ^ AefRzilf A 

^ TO ^ vTO aft^ ^ sJt i v3-^TA tot % IAPt^r 127 

% cT?cT WH aRTT^TO tY'RTq ^ f^T^ A ^ ^ TO I 


TO?" ^TTO 57, aTRoT^o 3^^, # ^4c^! % TO H^lPlA^I^ 

A ^4to ^rto ^ TOq to4 ^ totst f 1 ^3=^ to^ 
^ ^nAt Rcb i c^ «nA % enq^ ^ A ^ afR tot % TOf%^ qAfePrft 7^ ^ 
TO ^tror c^TO ciAfeq^ % 15 ilr % tost fAci to to to ^ qAferalM % 

^ ^Rto qjt ^5^ AjTO 1.4 4te^ sj^, f^T?T^ ^ TO % TOTOT ^ ^ aS1 ^ 

7 4t A> qA TOTOIA^ IArTT TO afR TOT ^ TOTOT^ % 7 4t ^ % ^TOT 
to4-Wc 3 % ^ 70 Ate TO ter -cieeiAt terro ^^ifer to \ to^ t 'hAot A tet ^ 
^ fuRT% TOTOT Ad'51 TO fAro^ ^idO f^TO A 4A Al^l A ^ ^TTO TO I viieYA ‘J>6l 
% 30 6^^ ^pr % ate ^ ^ ^ptA % ^ ^ yftte to ^^ter % 

H: te % TO TO leRTT TOl vJ-^1iA TOTO ad^TpTTOT A vdfedRaci telT Pteft Tjq 

[AP r ^A t TO arjTOPf toA to qiRldl Mlf^q>, ^ 5teq> TO tl 3 TtA toto 
TO A^IcT teteRT % TOq H^iPiATOcT^ % arlATOfM ^ toA ^ qWt 

^ TO ^PT ^=T^ifAATOTO qA '(^fAd toA to qrfA^q ^AfeRrA 5 tAtot to A, ap^rro 
^T?TfAA?ncRT % anAro ^rt ^AfcPr^ to <sidd toA Aq” f^RTT toto A i 'J^AIA anA qsro 1A> 
^iAA\ d^M^q>di toA ^ IAr ^TOjfmrPteneRT, to anAt^ toto A 

gfR ctiM^ i [Aq> 4lHiRA r TO ^Aeni qA Arorm A^ arlAro ^tot^t Ai ^sqro arrA to^t 
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t ^ 4 ^ 

^ A A 3T^4 t 970 3#c|>jRi!|' ^ ^ m 

135 arteift # i sift w^mr ^ wr ^i^iPi^^iidii ^ 

^^tfeRR! % 7 ^ FFTT ^cfepiT %IIT sfF 1 /11 Fm t I 

A^cRt ^ ^dTR ^ 30 fM ^ fcmf^ itm f^ A ^ Fin 3fR ^ 

f ^ ^ ^ ^FR FPt viTxJd'^ ^ kHlRd ^ ^ 3?Fr % 

FT 4 ^ ^ t ^ FtWI Ff StRlRcT ^ t 3fR ^ ^ ^ V ^ 

dFiF? Fmr RT FWT ti FRRT RRto ^ 4 ^ w wmi 

^ f^^cR #^-£5R 30 f%# cTF W Fm sn 3fF FTfeRt FRn F ^ijRrFT 

^ ncTT cRRT F^ ^ 1 ^ %clcf ^ ^ ^ cRRT 

^ FcRTT 2n I FF f% ^ 41d^ FT 3TTFT>r nta ^ 4 cllRf^F ^ ^ 

FF F afF ^ FT RptRR ^ F^ F^fePlf^ 5TFR % 3Tf^TF7#Fn 

^ FT f^T^ ^ ^ Rl^eR FT W dFF FT ^TFF FI ^?TTF t% ^ 

FTFPn mRm^ FT^ ^ f^TF% FJfTT^ 5R^ WT 4 FTF FF^ ^ FiRRft TIFeH 

F^ JTc^ A -SfJFcR 5®ncR Ft FT W( RtFTR^T ^ 

WT 4 fRiF^ Fn ^ ?T%TF FT^ I ^ ^FFTT ^ FTF FTF 

FRT ^?FR ^ §\4ltoR^T f^f^TF ^1 WT HglRl’^Jeild^T 4 Rf^FF 
(F^^F) FT tR ^ I 3TFt fc^N 4 F?T 1% F^F ^ ^ ^ ^ cJT^ 

■?5^cTFTTF F^FT % F^STF ^ yT^RlF Ff FfeTF sfT*? 

^ ^tRtr ^ F^T FFtT tl RtFtRf n?r % ^§TT Mciif^FI'D 

FTf^te. 'vdTWcIlRl^ ^ 3?TFJT^ % n??T FF FT^ I FT^ FTRT % vOTT FTtJ ^ 

ar^iff RtfcR f ffft ^ eft ft wI^f^h fttf afl^ Fm n^ter^ % 

ar^erFTFR ^ f^r frt i 

aTR aft ^ RF»T 4 ftRtf t FFf^ Ftf^TiT^t PRFT % 3?terftnF f I Fg^ nw 
#; FW tN^ - 42, ^ %TTF ^ ?TFF, F?RF FF^ FF^ - 43, F^ ^TFF 

atfFTRcy, F?TFF y;TWF: FF^ FF? - 52. ^ F#F VTfTTF f%, FtfeTlRt PT4 fF. FFFRg^ 
FtfeTFft; FF^ F^ - 58, ^ RFF ^c||R<t. FRFFTF, #FF FF? FF? - 59, 
aft FfcttF ^pTT'? ’^FJFTT. FPlf^^ft Flf^il'f): FF^ FF^ ~ 66, aft ^TWfFF FTFFF Rf, 
FFfFTft RT^FF. ariFftF FFFF. ^o^o^oF^o 2001 ^ : FF^ FF^ - 

68, aft aTFTR fF?H. 3lRtRF> FFPRW. cTiFF ^o^o#oF^o: fF^ FFF - 69, aft 
arf^TF g)FK FRF, ^oRo^o. ^o^o^oF^o / ^ FF^t ^ ^ FF?” FF^ 

42,43,58,59 tr 68 M arRTFTft FF ^ ^ % FFF FFf^ FtfeTFft ^ FcFaFT: ^ 

^i 

TTcfTF TfjiR - 42 ^ FTR FFf FF^ ^ FT tl FF^ FF? - 43 aft 
^jFF aftFFTcT. FRFF Ftf^TFft FFFF FT FRF t % t aTF^. 1994 ^ tt FFI^ FtfcFRt 
^^tafR74t#F^ FT^ ttt ^ FTF ^ tt f^F ^ Ff^ 4 FPkcT ?tF^ ^an 

FF ^RTFT ^ (t<^Fd F^ ^ il FFtt F^TTF dtfT^ ^ x^t ^Fdt FT ^RF Ft4 


C^FTII—^r«g3(ii)] ’ " H ror ^ — 

24.01.2001 ^ ^ ^ ft4T w an. naiift? n? ^ nfn w an 3^ naft ^ 
ft^n^ 23-24.01.2001 ^ Pl^tenn f^>ni an, ^ner ^ 

araniFn^ ncirai ^ ^ra?F#^ 

^ ^ri ?i3nf^ ^^r'rar^^npnftsnaff tj^o^itowo nit *t jnajn? inftT A 
Tig ^ ftnc ft>nT wi 7 ^ nn Ml'ilnsu '<i§(^*i ftnn ^ an atR . 

^ cmg^iR ^ nani nn^ it g^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

;!raft ^ n? wmftci nff ^ ^ ^ niwR® 90 feSt an nr ^3^ n>n an) 

7 « ^ it wgai it 4 sit gn 5 ^ ^ feR nn ancPR 

30^0 ntte an, oifen ^ it nroito? 4trtni w ani ^3=^ ^ t^ 

01.09.2000 ^ nnw «it 3 mann SRi g ^ gn nit nntt f%g n^ nit ^ sn, nit n? 

nr^ an 5 it ^ ^nnsaj nn 'snn nn^ lOnite ^ siRm % ^ (nn?t - 24) 

% 5RT nffw % n^nra ^ nirft ^ nn wnr ti 3^ ^ nit ft? nn^ 25 ^nnpnp Jtnro. 

?5t <fto3iRo 5RI ftsm w an^ ^ 

% nn^ aratw % ^ ^ it ^ ^ ^i^niR^ ^ 

^ ^ sni 

nm? 58, «ft 1ii^ ^n^n? «ttnR3n, n?ranw, nftnnT ?t^, % nm ftit nit 

nnran>pitRnnnai3ra^ti3^nnpnf^f^ 05,01.2001 nit ninfe4t nitftra^ 7 
^ nn P i 'tte nn f^>ni an ^ naft ^ 4 ^ % nnn t%n 3n> n^ f4>-^ ^ 

4t nns nn arnmrnr ^nfnr ^ ftcnl gf^ nit 1% ^ f^nn^ ^ 7 4f nttn % ^ 

aifctn nn 3 ) i n>o tn n;? 3 % ni^ ^ fttran ^ fsn an afR nit 1999 % im fctni^ 

^ ntn nnr an I % nm 3^ ftnnn 05.05,2001 nit ^ nn ftnn ^^ nrar 

ft) 4 ^ ftnet % aiftn 50-60 ftnn nit 3Tet 3# ftncT % ^ nm ^ ^ aft i 3^ ^gsira 
ftnr t nra if nsRrtt nn nnw #n nft^ (njnj^) it nftn#i nan ■^i^n. cii^n it 
ftxran %n)Rnii3n3fR3tiit^ft5?3 ftnetn nitw3nfitn^^nn3^ 

I nnraT ft? 8.1.2001 ^ 13.1.2001 in ^ ^gn 3nnn ^nn .an ftnn ftnn nnt atft 

^ 7 « ^ nn Msm ■* ftox^o »t nniftnnft % %n if ftnn nnr 

ftng^7«nttn^ftn!it5nnRnit#n^t ftnnct nft (nnat 1/7) , 3^ n? nf 

ft) nmfeft nitftnftt it ^ ^ nnn nn ^sn-^^sgm ftsnr nirar ani fi^ ^tt 4 

5f4t^ nnj^ # ft> nn^ it 4np #Rft nit tnra tR nnmr n®nR nfi fni nn 3n>3T 11 

cirof^ I 

T^i? n*n? 59, ?5t no%o itngiciT, ntnfM nitfctn^ ^ ^fttnn? ftnn ft? antn if 
^ ft^ 09.05.1994 nit ntnfeft nttftnntt ^ nnsm; fti® ftnt n^ afR nwanid ftnin? 
16 . 07.1996 ^ 3 =# 3 n ^ann aiftranr % nn n^ sttan ftnn nml ^-et-t an^^ngi 

xjft^ % w it sftnft 4) nnngn ^ n3 w ^n? anw 3an nitftRftt ^ w it 
ft^ 15.07-.1996 if 14.05.1997 nns nn^ nRt # I «tt 3niE!nn aiRn if 33% anttn nnr 
^Hwran) antt^ %^iinn4nR^atinRii 3ncPi aiann 3# it anw % w it 

n53ftnTnnii33nnn^tf^%it3^wif^^^'^^^^^^ 
ftfH^ nftHi, 333 ^ 3 , 33 nnwr, g?«T, gw ftnaR w nitnft nit g“inni, n3R-3W?it w 
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^ ^ ^ snf^ 

^ ^ aMf^ % 3Tf^ apir 

^ 9n I ^ ^ ^o ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 1997 ^ atf^ f^pfn^ ^ ^ ^ 

ir^ PtufiJ feRTT ^TRT ^o ^TSJT 3n^ ^o #IT ^ I arf^RT^ 4> w 4 

^ ^H(W4l'f4 cT2fT ^ ♦i'Sd % ^TTSf 4 ?TFT ^i|| 9TT( ^TTcT ^o ^4t*T ^ 

^TcF^ ^ accplcfl^ T?f^ ^<A^\ 5ft ePToft ^ ^ aft^fftm. 

^ol7?Toifto^oaTT|o. 5ft ’EJW % WJ TR|j4^ % TO ^ ^ ITRT fpTR f^RIT ^ 9JT/ 

WT fto ^ ^ !a1^cr^?M ^PRFT ^ cT^ an^ ^o ^ % • » i 4ct)<Hm % ?Tsn ^ 

%?ft ^ ^ ^RT % arraR ^itr ^ sni tot 

^ ^ I^JTT 9n I vs-^'^‘4 '^4)chK %??t % ^ietif4> ft ^ft ch i ^ w 

ar^JT^'i t^>'a TOft ft, ^tftR vi-el^ ^roft '^^rt-M'^ciici c^ ftt I ^ anft^ ^ 

^ fftro ft ^ cjft fft#ia Rich^d cfft vjfKft ftt Rsn ^iH^ ii ft itrt ^ 3 ^ 
cITT^"?! ft> m<SfT 5T^#T Rb'M! W ^TT{ v5-^lft ^ 3ft ^ ft)>;H fft=^ 

10.01.2001 cp\ ^ TOT TOT^ cF>r w sn, ft ftt cf^lft^ 

^T^pft ft ^eft<3 ^ ?T] (m^ 1/7) lvJ’^'1'^ 1ft^ fftRT ^TT?T fto 

ftrftro^ ftqR tor TO afT. ^ TO^T ^ ^ TO ^ • OtMcT>}>ft ftt tft> TOTT^ 
dciH-'M cfjift'^^TeT cTT^ifeftt cjftfeRpft 4? 'FTRT fto ft 60 ftfe^ c^t f^ft^ ft 

‘^ftt ftt sftftro^ ft to ^tt i 

\pfttft f^iTT WT fto ftt^T % ^^rfft ftTO^ % ftt^ TO fttft 

ftro ft ^ ft^ fftm 2^ Cfftifftj cpft “ftR % «HftlM Tpu 2 :^ I 

^ TO cT>Tft TOft ^ ^ ^TOT ^ STT, ^fttf^ ^ ^5n ft aT^i# 

TOT ^Yft ^ ?ftft 3T7^?TO?Tr ^ ^Tftt/ 

TO ^ ^Tcft^ tor ^ ft % ^ftro ft? TO ftro nv ^ ^ ft? ar^^ 

cfTTO ft TOft TOlftl TO TOfT^ cftfeT^ft ft? aTcRtro % fttcR ^ ^ 

ftt I v:5>{ift anft ^ iftcft iR Tifttwr TOiftt ^ TOf^ftt ^ftfftirft ft ftt^ 

TO ft 1 TOlft ^drft ft fftcffeR. 2000 ft? ftt^ fft^Tlftt fft?^ TO afT. fftR ftt ^ ^ fftft 
ft ^ fft?^rT TO 9TT1 ^ aflft^ w fft?^ 5ft aTRofttoTO ft 

15.1.2001 TO TO ^ ftt TOftrryft TOft ft ^ ft? ^ ft v3 ?# tot ^ (TOft 1 1?) f 
^^^tft tot % fft==TO 10.1.2001 eft vT’ift) fftft^RT ft? ^PFT ^3^ TO anftTO ^ ftt vSrfft 
ftro^ ft? 7 ^fo ft? TO f^, ftdft aftit^^ ftt^ TOTT ct^tt 5 ft 

aiRoftto^ff ^R eft ^ TOT ft ftN TO TOrfftcT TOft TO fftft?T fftm 9TT, ftfft?^ 5ft TOT ft 
ftro? 27.1.2001 ft? TOft TO? TOft fftr^Tl Tfttro^ fft?TO fft? 

TOfftft^T^ TOi 25 fftTO'T, 2000 eft ^ TOft^PT ft? a j^MHH ft TO aftl^ ^ 

Trft ft a?TH Tft ^ TO TO?T I 5ft TOTETOT, PRTO? ^ 5ft aiRofttoTOT ^^rftTO ft? aT^ft^T TO 

^TOTft TOT52T fttfftjftt ft Tftar^ ftt ftroro tojt ^ fft^ Trr ^phftf^a) toto ftt 
TOT^ ft ^ TO TOft RTftr ^ani to fft?^ fft? fftro? 31.2.2001 ftt 5ft tot ft 
vjft ^T ^ TOTO 9TT, ftro TOT ^ TOTO ^ 5ft TOTETOT ft fft^RTT 9TT, 
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c)g5t gn wi ^jpRPi^ q>lfcra^ ^ '»i<m*ih wct 5ra> ^ ^ 5?iWt 

27.1.2001 ^ ^ 'TOI ^=TOn 

ft^arai sni fcPf ^ =ra?n 'pi?^ <i>i ^ *ft*i ^ ®>ii 

fipisto ^ ^ aigwffi ^ an^HR ^ ^ 'a4sr>i ^ ^ <w'ift> ^ ^ 

3ira??ra5gi =1^ Sfti ^ 'HH l?13t MSlPia!!ll^ 5R1 

cpXgtq ^ ^ =1^^ '««r(eltr 33nr ^ ^25 %cp^2W1 ^ gppiPR 

era ^ ^ ^ 51^ ^ M?r fejn an, ^ ^ ^ 

5=f: 3n*^RT w t >3^ t4\<bN ^ 3tPitpe1^ W SlfepR ^ 

3i1?lf5(zn ^ EIR1 18 erai ^!t3raT iacn=T aifiiPrajT ^ ftpnm 8 ej ewi 41 o^o^otjcio srt 

Pffe erf^ ^ 1^ nm il Ji? ?raT ^ w ^ etN «tr ^ 

^RPT w Pi^tem ft5?Ji ani 'f4)<t>i'J fi>aii ^ 1995 if «ii'ifejfl nAlwofl ^ 3n3 
era ^ ^ ^t^ppa ^ eneft ^ esrawra ^ w ani ^ ^ 1^ 

11.1.2000 ^ Pl^?r ^ afjHR 5R^ ^sfiti -ei^eiui ^ wif^ f^^ira> 15.1.2000 ^ W*n ^ 

arjnPH uRi^im 3^ a^R 3^ pp ^igrai an «mif%eft gitfePra if pfra 

%an 331 an I ftdei'ra ^raajstfi’^^^i^rana ^nwra 3#f t ft^i® 24.1.2001 ^ 
aapT qi^ft if l^wte ^ 33313 elan ^ ^ ^ f^Wle ^ ^31^ ^ ^ fes ^ Mpft 3lg3 
3331 an elan 333 ^ 31313^ ^ 331 anl «a STO ^ ^?15IW3^ 

>ra ifsi .n ra ^ 33 33 f^i^ ^ if ^ 3 ^ ^jicpn ft>3i ^a 3i3 ^ 3i3feat ^tftpra a 

fe3i<p 13.11.2000 ^ 313 3l33T3f^ an elan «a 313 smfti) 31! raf&^nif 33^ f^3i31 

25.12.2000 35) #oi^toi!3ol!3o ^ ara^iRei f%31 anf 33^ 3? 3131 %31 ft? at3^ i?3 

^ a IPia ^ 3# 333 'am fe31 331 an 33ffi) 3^ mi^ ^3^^ 3' f ^ 3ia3 3t3 

331 an I 33 a 35 ai 3131 f^31 5^331 ^ 313 35 513371 ^ 31131 3737 ^01 ^ 33313 
an nan 33^ 333ns^ft53ft3a33^a3ife ^33 3#31 331 ^ eft 33R ^101 ^ 
33 ^ 33 3 en 531131 nn Timen an (5I37t 1/7) I 35 35 331^ ^ 3313 3 # ^ ^^331 ^ 

313 iara ig^CT ngiPiaa no P i ^ afiranfM sm nia 33 3731^51 ^ 33^1 gnri 33f 3 # uera® 
3R131 311 3331 fermra 3IeT 35 at t ^ 1/3 374^ ^ ^ *3 ia5Rf ^ 311337 ^ 

3 /)^ 33333 3it 35^71 3# ft531 an eian'STia 571 3R a ift mia 7313 3^ ft31 ^ 

3i37P1 a 90 fMt ^ 35)ni 37 ani 7313 757<n 35lfta7IW3 35t 331 Rid ft^fep 29.12.2000 ^ 
<ra (5l37t 34/5) ^ 7i3fiie1 357ai?^355lfel37I33a!3I71^ 7313 igTai 
35 l Pia7 Tr 5 l3 a 33 a 37 53) Pl5i33 ^ an^TI ^ 31371 ^ #3 Rpt33 ftpn anI ^71% 3131 
% 5 Mlft> f^nim 16.11.2000 35 ) ®i3 ^gTsn 351 ^ 1^73531 siti RRtenn 7et5t 37 
337313 31) 7i7f)fae1 357 fcPn 331 an fi)i7 1 )) mi3 iffCTl H5lPl^7ll5Pt ^ 7313 3lfeRpi3 3?) EII71 
22 3 #5 353 Pl^yisn 5131 45 ) aa I 


^ 7at35R f%31 fis fe3i3> 31.12.2000 335 353 J 35 R) 33^ 35) (5137) 1/7) ^ aifleB 
f!a 31 331 an. 1333 ^. 2001 ai^3e!35ia35)33aa3#) 371)31 331 an I ^ ?7T 

5 ^ a at 3 eia 3 ^ niat ^ pwra ^ mRra ^351 a aiaaTH ai 355173753 3 % 

ciraf) 3 m mi (^ 3)01 5 ) 331 air ( ^a m5i (^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ®" 

e1lfa> 35)3^ 3 )) 3)sn# elan MPft 33 3513 'gfaoi^ ^ 71% 1 37ia 7<J)mi7 f%31 )% 35 5t33m 

dan aiiamert mi 3i)ae3 t )% lara 3a 5tta37I3 33% % 31^ 35133 Tin! I 537ia ana 7atmi7 


295 GI/03—4 
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Tg GAZET m OF INDIA: EXTTIAORDINARV 


[Part n— Sec. 3(u^] 


% 2 [T ^ ^ ^ w ^ 2000 

^ 2000 ^f, cisjr d^fm ^iRg^. 2001 # 5isir ^srrpts^ .Pt^rafT ^ dixf ^ 

# #=1 ^ if n^^WancIsfrnaRiRniilPft^ 2000 # tRjR ^ rfl^ 4 

410 ?isn ^ ^ Tjpft giro,, 2000 4 US 4fsi# u^ 2.4 4te? ^ ^ gfhf trroj 4 

^ ^RTcp^ 1.5 dlcj ^ Jpft aSt I vJ'H^ '(41<l)|'( f^4r <4C|R| >3^ ^qfjT 443 % 4141 

4 Mfiyi 4441 i<ral (Mqa! 1 / 6 ) ^ 3«(qi %4I aji, 4 ^ gtl) 4 ^ 4 fe 4431 3 fR 120 

4te7 3I4'{144> ^ 41 ^?lt4T warn 334 4? 41 !f4l4>Rftnnft> 334 ftnpljt ^ l?nfecT 

41 34IHJR, 44 f43i4> 25.1.2001 ^ 3Br 4if$r 4? 4133 43 

434 4 > f 44 ai 144 4 3 ®? 334 3 re ( 4 > 4 i % jt? grefl dW 3 Bt 4 icft 4 ^ 413 ^ 

14433 ^ m41 aJl, 53f^ 334 4^ 1443 1 ^ %3R3l4jrr8ni 


3m? 30 68 41 armiR 14>33 ml 1^ mtem tjRm, 41o41o41oTjero % atldRm 3?7jraw 
t, mr rnrar t % mnfedl 341cra4 3345 1445(31413 41 331 3 rg14 siftm 2000 4 4cp7 
54331 % 143 3m 20 4 25 313 3m mlfe^'fl mi 14433 14nn ajii 3 ^ ^dlmn % 3 i % 
1T#1 313 30 413 4 mT4mi4 334 ^ 4ar m, 41^ 53 334 4 1^ ijm ml 
m34 4 14t? 5334 m41 ^ 3dl ^ 41 1 33 ^ 33 czrm ^ % 314 313 30 4 I 3 % 
414333 miH % 3(533 4c(4 34 33131 331 ^ 3t 3 ? 54337 m41 3^ 3143 ^1 3 ^ 
%3T 1^ ^3^(3 2000 331 23 33341, 2001 ^ 33% ITRT 3(3^41 mll4im<l 33 
l^rUm 313 Pt3l43 l^ftem mi u=m 334 iidlmR 1%3 t 1% 3 (Srl%p PBramim % 33 4 
*i?r5teram ml 3?i3di 33 ( 3133 % 3>cfai mnjm3i3S'i3®4?33r334 mi 3 m 'i '?1 41 % 143tm 
25 2TO0 34 1%3 33 14fl5P>i % 4133 mi3 3? i f 44aiM3 % mlSimilM 4 

313fe41 35114134 %373 3o4l33®JI3113 3o4l3mT(rm331 3333 4313 353374 % ^ 
14431 1431 831 53^ 531 313 34 mH3)|'Sl 3^1 41 1% f43im 25.1.2001 35l 3IlcT 30 3ll3 % 

4l3i4 ^3ei % dISiall %3i 4 mi4 34 5133 m % 144 ?ii531r 3 im 1431 331 a? 1 

331? 30 56, 41 31130 %o onm, 41o3llo41oi7oio ( 33.41%!) % 144?im ti 3333 mm ? 
1% 3 ? 313^41 35lf%341 % 31143 3ll%m 4 1 3%14 41o3llo3llo1T^o 3®!! 5I?4m 35ll%mfl 34 
H333 31^131 % 31^ 4 33131 3®!! 31l4 3im R.3I 1% 3? ail-dRm 31333 (3(1^o1J31og4o) 
% Pigm ti 3^ 34tmK l%m 1% mml4 3i3l%41 mll%mfl mi ^ %3m Ijm 313 531% 51133 
^ % 3133 4 l%3l ®11 3®? 5-?)4 3 3l 511313313 333) 35l 4331 ®11 3®I1 31 41 5^ 3541 3M | fe.D 

341%3^ 4 31433 34 m41 maim 3i4m 33% 4 l%3ft 313 % 3 i 4 4 5g^ l%m 3m a? I 3;^ 

mm l%3i 1% 3 ? 3(4 mi3 % ^ 14(3843 ^ ^ ^ I 

mplmaim 1443im (^ 8 ii) 41 %o 1.30 Rig 4 3i3l%’4 3410(341 4 mim 343 ? 5 | % 531 
^ % 3i%i 4 ijm 5(14433 3 fim an 1 33^14 341mT3 f%m 1% 54331 % 54 33 33311 ci®ir 
543 m %^ 43T3^1%4 34 33 % 4 5331 m34 33 3 ? 3^3 f3ii a? f% m3fe41 mlfoi^.j! % 
3113 30 343 % mi4mi41 33 % na? ri^srr 33 % 4 ijm^mm 33 if^ 3 ^ aft, Fraftft? m33Tl4m 
1443313 33 % % 3(53113 3ii 4 3^1 3mm 3m a? nan 35(4 3134 3(4 % 351 %! 1 43RHcI ^ 3 m 
ml3^ 334 m?! 1% 3014 53^ mp ^ ^ ^ ^oaftomiomHo % .fpft 

^ooimft %13J331 53^ 5(131 ft aft, o)!%3 R(m33, 2000 41313 5383 3? iP i 4a i ici3 mm mift 
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^ ^ ^ I ftlniT ft> ^ ^mifM % 

ppJteTDT firai^isn ^ ^ii™>rft Jp ail?iR 9^ 

^ % ^«T JP ^ ^ 3.^?!^ ^ 

a aPTHcH f!p^ ^ ^ sni ^ ^ ftmi fip 5Tcnf% ^ ^P ^ ’fren Pitfit ^ 
a™ TP. ^ ^ ^’ft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^^ ^ 

f?iPf# 5PfT'?Rw 3itopft ^ airafep ^ ^ 

afil^ #sRr <r?ctr tl ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Pj^te<P iPt -^Wi^ (js^rt ^ tp^ 

tTM ^ t I 


9ft 3TRO i?^o (W ^o 57) TP) TPPftrP ^ TPT ipftam HWT ^ WPf 

^fftjTnipni?^ Tpn# ^ ^TPwra w % W ft'Pta fft>^ 

Wl 


w fto 62 9ft Tptfft^ TTM ^ w ^pftwp tttp Mm w % WT ft fftPPT Tpmi w 
TiRTftTJ ^ tofts, sprars ft stin^Tp ’fift ’?n^ ftftttoftft tor ft t ssn 

ERR^ TP qiwrrar % ^ ft wSt 31^ ti ^ ^ ^’ft ^ 

TptafWFTitl wt^titp ^ fttar cpTT ^ TPcpTft t aapp ?TPft jpa ft) ^ ^ t toft ^ 

?rfft ^ TTffti WTTRJcTi ^ ftftp ^ Ifttor to ^ 'P? ^ Tjfra ^ ^ ^ 

^htpttt ti ^3^ ^ ft ^ wiRrai Tfis TCT t pftftR? ^ ^ 

ft- ^PPPP ^ ^ tl ^3^ anft TfTTJ cqrP Tift Tjfft TiiRFF^ gftrraT stoirp 

% TTFT Tfft apf t.TiTf 3m^ Tift xfp^it ft^ftTTaRimft)ft>toiftT|fe 

TPI tor TSRI ami SRISCI ft ^ THTPcP t ft) HTf aarar aprisa ft ft’?* ^ ^^ 

TiRTtt ft san anftnTP ^ ’ftraft ft cpft) % wi 'nft) ftr toi ft ft)ft-s5)ft ^ 
lift ft) fTf ^ ^ ftraiTpillftl 

Traig fto 63 ft) 3IFPTI ft)?^, ft)oIJJTofttoft)o3ITftoTI5ro ft- aFfto itoT ft- Tra 
ijTTto? ^ toiiKKf tl ^ ft) TI? -TW aiTP Tft tofftr Tton amRTpn tphi tj^ ft 
ft) ^ftrift Tft TRS ft to^, STIR Trap ftr rpTrip ilfft)p ftft) pft wiiTim ftl# t 

TRU TPtsft ft Tpft) TPI fftrRTP S’tf to) sap feft) ft- TPRIP ftmr 11 

Tim? fto 69 ft) ato ^ TFTgiTi t a) top 8 aw, 2000 stp ft)oft)oft)o>^o ft? 

-jft fttoijTToft)o fti tot sTsi tor fft- t?)) ft^ ftft toto Ttftto) ft- tptt fto -to 

% TpitoS) toftto’ft^w^’i^^®"' 5^ to ftt Twift PT ftft? to ^ 
Tsftft Tram Pft) aft I to toPR to fftr to, 1999 ftTiTTTftoft)pftltot)ftft-^^ 
tor TP to STP THIS fto ft)T, ft tpit) ftot -sp ft tor to pfftto wm Tr?i, sap 

aftto ft to: ftorp (srpto) stp ft- ftto sto srt irsH w tom to wi Tg r 

ftto fftR ft) fto ft ft) toP ft tpit) TR-to to to apl toft ipri tPS- Tift ffti ^top, 
5 itoT Pft fftto ppptor pft PPI? ft to toi toffftr tofft pp W tps- to fj 
Tto ’ft toto Pito sap to to ft ftos % 35 fto ftt i«pra stp pfs tot ft- sift ft to 

^ W eFfTOTl 
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THE Q AZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRACtflDINARY 


[PARTn-~5EC.3(M>l 


-V 


wfild 

f^f^r^JTT 58 (3) ^ RTcfiMH ^ cm?T cmr ^ vifrir^ 

^ «rT^ ^3^ srafcR I 

59 (1) ^ cffffrcT 5R^ 'JaH ^ 3il^«*>dj 3 |ST^ 

^ ^Trtrj^ -. 


(i) 

(ji) TJcT 5*1 CTJ0115-1 a?RT 

arargr #or, ^ ^ ^ (^^^^I^ Tjg ^ ^#d) % t%?h ^ 

FT^^^TRIT! 

(iii) ^ ^ ^pcK 3f^R^TcT 'gImIoI ^ ^PT ^'()oci ^ ~ 

Woii^in, efe. 3ftiT^ crf^ Jm ^ ^ f^ m4 ^ 

200 dcRT gft ^ ^ 3r^ 11 

(iv) ^ c^ ^)HM f^ XJcf ^ 1 

(v) #tT 4 ^rRcpf^. f^RT^ ^ HteT^ ?TT 5ff1^ ^ t - M ^ ^ 

cTS^T <T>I^ '*T^ ^ % '^<r?i-i Tjg ^ 3P^ tRlpft Tf^ ^ cj?) tj^ 

^ 3 ?^ ifff^ ^RT ^Hlpia ^ (^IvJ^lcH) ‘^rillf^ I 

(vi) PR^ ^<-i?Rre:. ,5[r^|cf5 3TTf^ - '3'^tt>) ?lt ^ f^?IT cTSIT mRhN ^ 

^fTRTl 

(>/i. %Rft ^ ^ ^ Wf 4 Wft 5rf^«it/|’ ^ ^ ^ 

oI ; jRT^ 3Rri? "Jt prfcf^ oPTPJ ^ I 

^ ^ WT 4 ; 3RJ?f^T f^T ^ ^ < 5 ^ c|7t 4 ^ ^ clf^TT ^ 3?f^ ^ 

C^ ^ ^ v5m?^ 3jt^ ^ f^ ^ ^ j 


59 (3) Tj - 3trpR7H (1) % ^ (4t) ^ d??T ^ WT ^ ^ cJt^ cTT^^ 

>r^ I ^ cnf^ 5 ^ 3 t1^c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ xjif^! 
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[MPTn—•gFg3(ii)3 


(^PP PT 59 (3) ^ - viMpmn (1) % ^ % cI5<( Pl*^(c(fed ^ajRt % 'R ^ 

?r#4t v.llil’ft; 

(i) ^ VI^ % ^ 

5i5?H ■'50 ite? ^ 

3RT^ q^ ^ 1 


(ii) 3Rsjr4t v\ ^si?t w ^ ^ ^ Tpn t. ^ ^ ^ ^ 

I?ci ^ ^ tR9T? w ^Tt^rar ^ ^ t3FT tR ^?ikT 

f^rf^ 59 (4) (q) (1) (1) ^ (30 ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ qrf^ ^ w ^ % srt qr^ 4^1 ^ ^ qr^ 

■qf ^ 'rflqiq R«icii4 I 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ "Tq?TT ^ ^ ^ ^HHT ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Fq ^ 

^ q53-tcTH ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ * 

^jqpm 59 (4) (q) (ii) - WIRT (1) % (^ ^ ^nqrj^ q^ ^qq 

^ % qrf^ grqr qr^ q^t qi^ qftqrorf 

T^pprq qr^ qq ^q q^r^T q>rfTT^ vsf^rte ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^^[mi i 

^qp l ^ rq 59 (4) (^ : Vi^ qiH % Hlf^ch, 3T^T^, ^ ^ 

cf^t PiRrid #qT % 60 3r^ q^H ^ qn^i (qr q# 4>) q^ 

60 ifr^ % 3pqq ^ terq ^ qarq qikr^ ^ ^rii qqr ^ ^ qsH % 

qyf^, 3i1^Tcfj^ q^ ^ ^ f^q^ % Rk ^ qjf^ ^ qarq % qrt^R 

^sTtPr^ ^ qr^ Prf^-r^ ^0 ?qT wirt % anr^ aiM t. qr^^ Pi^ 
qRRT qrf^qi 

gRT 64 (4) ^ qf t qrtqq wr ^ #rh qq qq^ % 

mq kq^nqi ^ ^ # qr ^ qcra qR^ t, ^ ^ ^ giqi ^ ^ qq ^ ^ 

qq qq^i qq^, ^ qrf^. arPiq^rt qq^ ^ ^ M Ivq^n^ ^ 

^ q^ qRdt w afjqrR ^ qq aq^ ^ gcrrto q^ nq aik y^qqfq ^ 

aftq arq-q-^ qqiqR qq^ afR qrqr ^ i 
(^ vjidkriitiq ^ q^ ^ kiq qqqqTPrqf ; 

ipW ^ 3lf?[Pm, 1957 ^ EIRT 127 - iJpTO «H tp 31^ 'irft ^ ^ ^ 

^ f^q^ qTTqqrPrqf % qr^ ^ qqrqr 11 
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fPARTlI—S ec. 


127 (1) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ qpft 3T2Tcrr 3R7 ct^ 

^ 3t<fJ^JTra ^5Ff ii ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

qpft % 3m W 3T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Jt? 

^ 4 c -11 T 3 f^ cJJcR^ I 

m] 127 (2) ^ ^ m %: 

(^) (i) ?n ^ 3P?T f^>^ ^ ’ ^chHH ^ : 3T2TcrT 

(ii) ?frfT ^ v^cRPf (f^ iH ^ ^ ■'^chHH ^ cT^ ^ ^ 

3 Tcjf^^ t : ^ 2 M 

(iii) 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ T[] ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^tmcRT t. 1 ^ ^ 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

N ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ efm^TO^ ^ f^ 

^ i^feci fcr?t^ t ^ ^ cj)^ rnf^ ^sTf ^ 

W, ^ ^ 3T^ ?T^ q^sj ^n ^ ^ 

^ q'qpTT qq^ q^ eTPJ q?^ ^[f^q | 


127 (5) ij^(n t ^ 'Jft qf^ f^m i ^ ^ ^ wnf^ t qq^ ^ 4 q^T 

t^^ ^g'T ^-14 4q q^ 4^ 

q^T miT qq qr^ qjq^ ^ q^ qq qq4 3^4 q^RT ^ I 

(^ qaiT '3Tt'!!qilqrq : 


3rf4f4^q;1952 qJt tqqr 17 4 Rq^^F ^ : 

(i) OTsq^q qft 3?mm mq. f 7 mq qf%ra qt^ qm ¥ 1 ^ ^ 

3fEfH ^t, 3fR HcIRP ^ ^ qifi^ qj ^ ^ 

ftgqi ■P^itl cm=g ft? qf^ qifeq? qi IT#S qm ^ qVqqi # fit ^ fgif ,J,') ^ ^ig jpi 

4q^ ^qq^ ti 

(ti) qrf^ ^qr V'^ mr ^r sfk ^ f^ tt^ ^ 3^#q ^^4 ^ . 44qR ^ ct 
^7^ qqR, pR^F. f4R?pft 3#^ Pt^?iq ^ ^nyqi4] i qjf^ ju q-^^p^ grq f4q qq 
q^ ?-FF9T i\ ^9T 4 ^ ^^1 


[^n—13^3(10] 


t1K<T ^ 
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(lii) mm ^ ar^Rsn A, ^ ^ ^ ^ A -^Ai 

3P?r tZlfrb ^PT ^ t^frn ^ ^ ^ viTT'<c;t4l ^%5R ^ % 

mm\ c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ AA^ mA cpp^ cj^fcJi Pihi^ ^ jnrff^ cf>^ ^ i 

wmru 18 (4) % ^ ^-£jRT (1),(2) (3) % ^ ^ ^ 

3fR A^VJI^ 4 ^ ?lc^ TO % 1^ v3Tl'icil41 #TT 1^ ^ WT % ^ ^ 

^T^T \J<^c. ^ v3’<i^ 3T^it^ cpTHs , ^^>cT, 41?“^ 3ft^ 

^ viMcT^ A) ai^'tll'( ^ ^TT^ I 

WT 3d^ri^m, 1952 ^ TO 18(5) - ^ TOTO A A\ TO ^ ^ 

fiTTO ^ ^f)e^, TO-^ ^ ^ 3;n^ % ^ ^ ^ 

TOT A. ^ f^T^ t ^ ^ ^ 

TOT §■ ^ '3P2r S2r% ^ ^ ^ ^ t, 'dcroitf-t szT^ A> 

STeTTclT PlHf^f^^ ^ ^ MC'^ ^ A\ ^ ^ <^141 Hi"1l 'JIN^TT ^ ^ ^ 

^ TO ^ f^ ^ chl^ 4>T TOPT TOT^ ^ 3TO?t jAA) ‘HT ^ ^ 

^TO5T A^ Af ^ • 

(j) ^3q4^ ^ v3eT?iu^ Ai Am A A> f^T^ ^d^Troft ^ 

^dtrroft TO I 
(li) ^ 

(lii) WT ^ ^ll^4> Tj4 arf^iTOt 

(iv) ^-TO (2) Ai ?TO #TT^ 1^ TOT t, ^ 4^ ’ft czd^ ^[dtTO ^ Tjd 

ar^TTTO ft? ^ tott t eft WT ft fttftt^TOTTOrnri 

TTO ari^rfft^, 1952 ^ TO 18(6) - ^ TO ft? WT ft? ^Tif^ 3TTOT ^dftroft ft? 

Ift^ xIcTlf ^ cMftqr ; ^ ft ^ ^ ?tftt fft? TTO ft? feP? ftftro sfK 3P^ 

3rf^r^ TO ft^ ft^ ^ TO fftrr ^ t ^ TO-^ftTO=T (2) ft? 3T^ 

[^*ftcll^ fAf{A ft? IcTTJ ^ tzd^j TO fft^ TO tl 

ftt.Tpr.^. 49 : ^rftro ^ e^iffteq fvT’ft^ft^ : (1) TTftro 

(^) ft. ft^. ft^J^?PT ^ TOft? ^TJTO 5TTO 3TTft?fr ft? ^TJTO 3TTOT ftftTO TO fftftfftr^ 

mAAi ft? ar^TTR Trft ^ ^ftf^ ft? ^AA T?ft ?rf^ xjft ft ^ 

WT. ■ftro^T ^ ft ^ 3Tqftt TOTTO ^?ftft TO ell'D^ ftft I 

(^ TOft? TO «HTft ^ ^ TOTTO fftft ^ ^ WT 3ITO ft#rT ^ TT#-TT# #ft 
ft? 1^. ft fftr^ftro AA\ 
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TOE GAZgl'i h; OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part U— Sec. 3(ii)] 


(2) ^ ttI trjp cpHt A ^ cp^ I 

N ^ ft?# 3ira?H, ®FT iff) <fljn JP sTtj afFPH afsjcfr tipft ^ g-| ^ 75 

f ^ ^ fc^cRTJT I 


(^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ TTcf 


{7]) ^ ^ ^ ^ iTTt?^T ^ % f^TFT ^ cTRT 

#1 


^ ^ if- TR ?ri^ % cfy^ x^ x^ ^ 

JffcTF^. ,i.,,v I 


T-fig, 5r6T^ ?3H tR ifr Pf vrwT affjjcp ifTifp7 iPTP W %P5 t cf^ Jp^lcp -flfe gpp) 
3?fS|cppa W'3 ^ 3n^ cfi^ cPrJ ^ ijT^ ^ afspn i57i% ^ it isft tpjH afR #f?h # 4 

yfrl^TTT I 

(3) 3ffg[ftzfJT % afp; gp^ ^ ,ji#rqp (2) ^ 

'JT^R ^TTf^4tf>, ^ I 

^.'?iT.3TR. 62 : iSWRUf psrr : PTf^ Pf srfifPKft ipr TTift 7f^ 3fR <f|c||gf) | (PRif pjt 

igwR isp i-i iP7^ % fTcr sm?^^ fjcj 7)if?pr ^ fitw*? pan 

xPl XJIPPTR ptRTffiJ iPTli Pff^. I fflPFff ipt wrspR ;|W ip1lf fflPH ifpj PT 

C^of^n ^ ^J^ 4 5Rfr^T ^ f^Tn ^xr^] \ 

^.■'^.3IR. 64 : ^ ^?[T cRRTT; 

(1) ^ ^ 3f^,r JTP^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


( 2 ) 7f*R ^ PI iPHna ^ ^ g,gp 5 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

’im % %I pt? OT#ra iP^ fiS pg ^if) & I ifratR xtrSp, PT^ 3 ^ 

<?P ilitPR ^ ppfte ^ I3(pT5f1 ipTi, I PPI ^ p 3P,.,J_^ 

>^[1^ ( 

Iwv ^ ’fP’ ^ ’5^ ^-t<=im PI ^SiRH IPI 

r^ |3n pair nJp, gip pg pprf&ip f^ionptpif^pgjjciwipi 

?r4?Rr -<^] flf^ 11 ^ q-^ cf>^ ( 
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(4) ^ ’ft WT ^ ^ ^ ^ ’TFT ^ t ^ ^ ^TcTcT ^ 

^ #, ?ft ft ft* ’FT ^5^ ft? ftrtt 4^ ^nftft \ 

^ Hlf^<l>^ \»\»|*c ^ 4ftv>jx ^ vJ-Htift ft?ft fvFftcnf^ftt ^ ft 

%, 1«RTft at^^R Ift'? '*Fj anft^ ft> ^aiRoj ^ '*fj ^fR ^4 ?h ^ ■^- 3#k 

aFT-^-^ «|H14>y ^ sfR ^ ^! 

^ ftr ?WT ^ tiUlrh^Td WT ^ ^rft^R ^ ft. FFlf^ft^TTOT % 

1966%^rfft^ 28^ vsf^Rad ft! 


3rezTO-VI 


% ^Wf[ ^ HRKJtila4! 

<1^1 h 1 ^ 31 cleft<t>^ W( Rnf^f^d dS2T vJ^tMK fttft ft I ^TRf ^ftF ^ xJl^ ^Rft 

^ ^ft ^o4>cflH, 3ii^<i>Tft ?ft Tjo%6 #FjRn, vj4y^ ^ Tjoft>o ^qiEzn^r 

dan ^ft ’fer ^ ft> ^^RTRT ^ 1957 ^ ^RR leFTTftt ft Wl 

W? fto 69 4ft Vo ^o ft> ft? 3T^^ ^ "^o #JT ^ ^ 

dV) 3nd fto ft> ^FTId fFiR fft>dT ’T’TT SJT1 3TTS fto #F ^ ftt 3THV 

ftj ft> 3Tftcr.1999 ft ft«R 4 ^ ^ fftdT W cFTT ^ ^ anft 

’T’lTi ^ 5 cFTf 6 ^ ^Rrr d^ir ^ ft ^fRr^, Vft ^ 

’T’lTi vtl^^cHfR (?r5r?f 1/10) d®JT ^vje^ ft> efi^ 1^ ^ (f^ 

1/10) ^ arom ?Rft ^ ’T? WF ft % ?T5^ ^ ^t>Tft 6 ^o ^ ^Tfd W 2TTI 

2 ftV^ ^ ^>Tft 6 fto ft^T ft? 2jt3?T ^ 4T?^ W dcTT W SJTI 3 cjd ^ 7 fto 

^ ?f3> «fT dSTT 3Tf^ ^ d? vFJ^TFg? ft? viTePT^ "^eTeT ft? 

ft? iftdft cFic^ ft '?ntp^ Jfiriftd ftt ■>Fn sjTi 3!Tft ’r? ^^ftt w 1ft? ^ ft? 

^TRT fto ^ftF ft? ^ ^’Tcft ft ^?t 4 ^ ^TRT fto ft? ft? 3F^ ftt WdT 3TftfeT 

STT ^ ^ecM^ ??TR ^ ^ft’TT ft? W?>t fttd^ 2TT dSTT cTftfeFRt ft? cl?Tfte^ 

ctftlcl^^ ft? ^ft’T ft? 3FRt^ ft? ftRf cJFT ^ cFT 78 ftto cj5! ^ ^iTT^TT 2TTI ft? 

efi^ fFiR d^rr ^ fft'^l^mm 11 ^ % 3 t^?tr ^ do-c^qci 

^ ^rft ^ ^10 f^ftt ft? fft^Md-i d^ ddT STT ^ «P?^ 35 fe?St 

q|d WF #fT^, dZff ft ftf ^FTPT qRdli^d ^tdT t f^RTft? 

uRu ii H’W^q ^ jfF^f^qpT ft? fftqftd q?r4 ^[o1?rt fftdi ^ aiR arlft^ ^ d^i aid 
ft ^ uTR % WT W OTF ^ qft ^fttFT vft ^ ^?11eFRt % ftRf dft 

arcRtdvft ^ VR ^ ^oFrft^^ ^ftfcFRt % ^TeFT’d ^ ^ ^ ^ wi fftftq ^ q^ ^Rt^ 
^ ^ ^ ^ anft dq> w q?R^ dFr#ftt ^IfcFRt % 
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"fTTcT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4txf ^ 

ITT? 1.5 ^ ^ I ^ tR ^ ^ 3!fcgr 

% 'F2JT^ ^Tpft % ^ ^ qclc41 T'id ^ ^fr? tsidi fuRI% ?|>TS!U| 

4>t cR?P ^Tpft 43^1#^ 4>')f^q>n % w ^ ^ ^ art^ ^ Tra??’ ^ ^TTST 

^ WU atcTcf: 4>tfeRr^ 4^ v3fHJT^ ^ ^TcTTI 

(1) 44^ 4F t % ^4c*ii ^ ftfcRH ari^ 

qpft 4?! ^FfTcr an # ^Fif^ % WT W ^ ««\ 

f^Tf^/4>T^ ^ ^ f^rf^ 4R ^ 8St % tflW ^ ^ ^ ^ 

aif^mr^ ^ w anl ^ ^pft ^ ^ w x^creiT # % #a^ ^ ^ Tjg ^?rf 

A 4?t f^4i4j 24.1.2001^ Pldl^d cfR w aj[| ^jjy^ ^ ’ft W ^^cIcTT t f^ 
tfm^ 4 ^ fift fcTwt^ cfTT 4^ «j4 4ft ?T4> %4T W SHI ^ 

^3^ ^iw »ft #?7^ ^4^ ^ 4cT^ af^^ftsTnr ^ w jmr4 ^tnr 4ft 
qrftt ^ 44 ft 44T4 % ^ar af4^tW % ft 'H^I44> f3TT ftlTfT I 

(t) v34ft^ ^4d4! % ^ 44414 V4 % 44f ft ^ifHT 4TT 4T^ t I OR 

icr4T4lftt4 R44 4F t 4^ ^ ^^e4) 4ft "^sn 4T4mT ajl? 

^’^:iTftr ^ 4^ 44kT 43^ fftcRTT t f^ aTRI^ ft> ^cT^ ^ 4Rf^ ftcfFpft 4WT ^ 

4T^ 1^4 ^fftH Iftj^ft ftt ftaiclftl araRT ^T^kT iT 4 eqR fft^T 44Tl 4^44/1^ ^ 

tfta) ft4cT ^ 44 ft ft fft^eFT JTRi^ ^34 STT, 4^ W4 /fl^ fft? ^iR nf^RT % t 

ft ft4re: 4r4cl cfftl 3TTft^4> aR4«n ft ^ fft^cR 44 iRTT 4^ (H4I4I 44 ^T44 

454 4ft ftfftq 44? ftt W 4^ cmPTT 44 wri TRTO W 3 ! fi l 4>4i ^#4 

TF4f4 3iftr44^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ vTfrft ^ w r ^^< *ft % 4 ft 44 ft ^ fftzftft^ 44 ft 

ftTTR 4R ^Tft44 ^ 45Rft % 4444 4ft 5R44) ^ 4[^^>k1 l 4lRd fft>4T 4T4r 24 4^ 

fft^eH aPT^ ^ I 

^4ft 4R ^aiqft IPRR ftft>4 44 444 fft4T 44T PR WPTlft ft ftftT ft 4pft % f^4T4 
424 4414 ft ^ ^ ft? 4?T44 4>lft 4??ft ft ^ aT^fft^T ^ fftftti ft 44^4 4?4Tr 54ftT 
fftr4T i qqrft ft 4'^ 441 444T t % ft? 344 -414 ^ fftftt ft ^ 4pft % fft4T4 ft tftft - 

vM (jfft ftf rvy( ftftt I 

'v 

44VT4 4r4 4F 4T4f 4?^ fftft4 Wf^ ^?4T 44T ftt ft44 fftft4 44 ft 4Fft,^[4ft 

^T24 #44 444 ft 4rft 4?T fft4T4 amPTRJ 4# 24 424 cR^ ^ 4T4F4 cbl^d l 3141444 §" 
^4fef4 ai'fWRT |ft4T4 4# # 44?4T 411 ^ ^ 4ft 3r^ R4?R ft 44^ # feR 414 44? 
ft# 4ft fftftft 4ft 4T4fft4? fft?4T 4T 44?4T ^1 414 44? ?f# ?T4ft 4F4 ft# 24 4S4 4?14? 
4?# ft 4T# 44 #414 ^Tmifftp? 44 ft 3R4fft4? 24 424 4# 4? T54 ft 41# # f^414 4>t 414 
3T?TFTF4 4# t i 4414 4^ t fft? 441 ^4ft 424 #?lft ft4el ft? 4%# #?ft ft 3tfft4 4?i4 
ft 41# 4?T #?T14 3f4r4P4 yjT ? 4F # 44>4T t fft? #?# ^44 # 4Wt ft?4 4?T c4lft fft4t4? 
24.1.2001 cfft ??r 4?T?ifl # cf)R fft4T 441 f# 4?# ^44?lft ftt? 4ft ft#l ft 34 441 24 I 
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6[^ % ^TPft % R^lcj ^ T^t ^ 131^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cm4 WT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^iR ^ ^ 2?T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cj^ticT^Rl 

c!«rT wifM % 4!^ ^ aicRto^ w 1,45 ^fto ^ ^ jm i 4^ ^ ^V 

3f5^ ^ ■^T<^ # <»>|qc< qrt MWq^clI qqq^ 4R 11 ^ ^ ^ ^>1 

cj|^^ if 3<MK< Fq ^1W ^TT^ 11 6Hif^ RjJ^W ^ t i^ q1^ ^ 

q>rHr w qenq 3 tot Ri'^Ye ^ wq ^ a^sjcn te ^3^ ^ t, ^ q? 

f|#?I m>^qut^ ^ W^ t ^ ^ 4>t^ 3!to TTO crq^ 3MW^ 

^ ^ct>cn ti cb)q^ 3T3TqT qeerqt ^ qr^ qr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

1% qr^ % ^^^/qqi? ^^rpq. ^ qqrq. qceH/^lqcii q^t qR^TPq?TT ^ 

^ qr^ ^ q^ Mq ^fpm ti qrit % qqw ?mr qr^^crr qY R^mq> qrq^ q^. 

3m^ qn ^1^ ^ q^ ^ q5^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

q^ % ^ ^ qp^t % ^i ^ ^qif^l q^. ^ ^ ^ 

qjqviRt % qq^ fl^ ^ q^ qr^q^T v3?q^ ^ t. qq R^ ^ ^ ^ 

?tcTr 5^ qcfrK W ^qwqf ^ '««f)^ ^ qHt % Rxsrq ^ ^ q^ qrr?^ ^ 

qcTT #n ^ qqf q^^qn q^pReref ott ^jnr?Tq^ qjtfePi^ % ^ 

^[cRlqq>r q^ ^ qq^ qq ?Tq> 3Tq^1qq> ^ ^ R^ q^ ^ ^ ^ Ftqr i ^%q 

tiRR Rqpr % qRRft % qn^ q^ 3n^ qqRr qn^ q^ m<^ q^t 

TH^ i.46iftoq^^. ^#f^^/fR<RRTqqm%q5mq^q^^qT 

^ R ^?qvT ^ % qnqw Upftq ^ Mwq* q^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ 

ft4>M t qq % R» ^ ^^RR ^ qRn^ ^ q^ ^ Rwi ^ 
ai^ l ff P^ Tjfe «St cWT q^t ^Fm t ?q ^1 ?ppj ^ q^ ^ 24.1 .02 qY qq 

^f^qqri 


qq?H etnt qF ^qpq ?T#?Rm cmm t R> ^ ^ ^geqrRt ^ w^ qfH 

^ qjRq qqq q^ w «iTi qpj^ '^, qtRcf?Tq qq^ ^ q^< 

qRRit RqoT % q q ^ qq ^ ^ ^ l^q^Rt qiR % qqqr sRRrt *3#! 9q qfe 
fe^rr A qq( 4t q^ ?Rfti qpft % Rfrrq 4 qq> q^ ^ ^ ^ ^’TT 

qiq q>t 3iR i$Rw <i>vcii ^ R> q>Prerr <siH RiPiqq 127 ^ q5fil4 q4 ^rrqqri^^ qq qr^j tcT^q* 
qfPit vf4>K qpft % Rqrq ^ % qq^ mi*TI ^ qfqrq 3TcqRiq> ^ qqr ?Fn 

adcfRw q«T q^ aft ^ r^ ^ M iq q^ qp^t % ft q^ 

qi^ %zrr ?Rq, ^ t qft^ cfR qq ^ ^ w q^ ^q<TT ??pfl ‘41 

R> qRr^ qr^ ft ?ftq qr ^ qft qpft ^ iftqqrft (qf^ ) ^ qr^ qft Ift4>q3 

3fTq>m aqi q? ^Rp! qpft % stRtRtp qm qft ftt q>*^ft Riq q^iq^l qq^"^‘ ' 

q^ q? V 3 e<^^ft 1 q t f^ % qt qi 4tq ft?# ft apqqr^ R^irq qi i 

qRnqr ft qqft qiR ^ qp^t ft ^ffciRtp Rmq % gKT ^rrft qiR qrftt qq 5?f4?Ri qqq^ 

qR Ftqr ?faq ^^, qpft % OflftRttJ q^rq qft arpqpft "ft fftqqpf 'B<Pcn an q^ q^ 


OTqr qqki afti 



^ THEGAZETTEOFINDIAiEXTRAORDINARY [PARtn—SBc.3(ii)] 

^ ^ f STHPTHT R'HIci ^ ^ JTcqST vifr^ {f^^aioT ^fftO 5RT W ^ 

cFlPir ^ g^T ^ c*>T^ ^ sfti ■?!? ^oStcT ^ 

^ t ( ^ 5ltEpf ^ ^ TO ^ ^ft^cT R) ^ ft^TT ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ w xg;^ «rr n ^ g>t 

^ ^ ^RTT 6|fo^ ^ gctM'O yfR ^ TO^ TO^TRg?^ ^tRpRt ^ wfiSRW ^ siR 

™ S^T 1 ^ % R^ ^r ^ ^ vifra ^ ^ WK ^ 

wm Sff % aft 3 !RoTt^o 3T#5T (W?" ^o 57) % 'Jit TOT 1 

ctRjtt % ^?T^TOT^ ^ % cfa2T ^ ^c^TtTO TOF ^o 55 ^It ^o aiRr^^. 

^ 'jft R>zrT STF, RpFt^ R"ii«p 25Rfd^y, 2000 ^ toU^ grtRpRt ^ f^fter^r «Tr 1 
3T&^jRt ^fan 3 TE}Rot ^ ^o%o ?#«cRt, toF 54 in^ fcT^ Vi^ vife 
^ ^ fRrt tow t TOfl^ cptfepRt cTW ^sRTwrg^ ^ 4tw TO #Rto 

a?Ti ^ arter^ ^ 3 t^ ^ to tot^ ^ ^ TO arTVi^f «ft % top^ ^ 

^^TTOPRg^ ^^tfeniRt % sfRro ^ ^ TOtw tot tl F^ltfoT^j TOf%^ ^ 

^ Ri^ ^ ^ TOa TO TOTOg^ ^>tfcT^Rt % TOTO ^ Rto-Rto? % to ^ tot toto 

^TO TOW^ TO R5?T Rw STTl TOT^ ^ TO t R> R?^ 4>KU|di?| ^iRRTJTg^ 

^rtfcT^T^ % TOTO ^ ^ eft R^-fcTH^ Rjzn TOT stR ^ ^ TOT ^ TOTW TOT ?WT ^ 

^ TOf^ 4^tfer^ % 51TO=T ?[RT TOT TOTO ^TO TOTW TOT 1 

RRi^ Rrot 4 to4 ^ 3tt^ tot^ ^ tot ^ *4^ to^ tot ^ ^ RrR ^1 to 

tT«TT cIRR 4tcRt to 3TTTO^ tot R Rt^to ariro 40^ox404to ^ 
gror ^ to^R tot w i 3 tttot R toto^t stf R> fR toR % ^tror 3 tt^-toR % tot 

R 'jfT ^ ^nroRt R tot totpit to ?ttott to f FRt 5 tto^ ^Rn4t Rtot ctto ^ 
Rtot % RRr to toR ctto ^tror to toto^ Rt f^ w to R> to" tor Rto^ ^ 

^ FTTOTT TOl TOTOR R F^ TOTO5 toR R F^lRlT TOTO F^ TO ^Tgd ^ R) 
toRtoR toR R ^ torR To! F?T% TOar-TOar ^ R x^ Rtot % Rxt ^ gR toR % 

RtR Rc(ci <R R RRrR^ cR ^tro WTr xRR Ri^^ ^ ^ 

TOT R TO ^TTTOTT To! TOTOcT R f^ ^ fR^ 10.02.2002 qR Rtrr % fRR^u i 
% RtTOT R^ ^T^ Rvai iliTT TOl TT^ TOTOcT FTOTT TO IRt F^ RT^ TOT^ IRrR TTR vTHch^t^f 
^ ^FIFTTOTT % IR'il Rt 3TTqjfRcr ^ ^TTOTT TOl Rj^-Rto ^ TTFTWTT R TTF TO^F IRto TOTT rTTO 

qiTO W fR> R^-Rwt fRq cItIR) % ;^Tto dTO RtR RtoT Rtoh R tfl^ ^ gR WT 

TO WRrq TO >TTO^ 3T^ ^ TOTT1 ^ Rt TOTO TOT RTxtR RcRT TO toRt, #TC R 

TOT . S feRt % q^ gff ^ RRtoh toR % argro^ ttf 130 fM ^ cRtjt to 
TO%q TO I 

3TO ^TF?^ RR^?t TO RlRt TO ew^wRot ^ ^rniR^ t to ^ to 1^ %Rt 

^ % TOq % fRro TO w R to RroR R TO’ to^'^R qglR Rt Rt f^ 

TOT Rt TOfRt Rt Rtot qR fR?rr R qfRcrRr ^ tott R I qroR R qro 3 t^ 

TO^^rgR ^TFcJ TO ndld FtW R t% TTKT Ro RRt R RTt? (TOllRiq) qR 'TOT 

TOTfRRro^ f^cTT 16.11.2000 R 10.01.2001 ^ ^ art^rfRTO 1952 ^ TOfT 22 
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3fHIW-VII 


^ 3TROTTH T?cr ^ 3TRo^o ^ cfr|44>|^ % aWJR 

^ vJ>M^ ^ V5c^<g vTR ^ 4>l4()>l'^ H4^I) wRT ^ 

^ ^?lkTT tt 4^ ^ 64 ^ 4dR4i 4 ftcf^ ^ 311^ ^ 

^ w i NS^y^Tt) ^>Rrqt 4>crd ^ ^ ^ t. ^ % 

3ft^ wrt ^ wi ^tht sni ynf^ ct^ t 

HtfJK 4 "5^<41 ^ ^ ^T8?T sqpf 4 3jt5Id ^ ^ ^ 

^jfNr yr^SFT ^4fePrtt jhei^ ^ 4t 4 ’Pft I 


^4y)Ti7 4 Wc: 4 % ^ ^ <j i ytiRct> yr^OT f4j4 ^ ^ 

8ITI 5'M^ Rn^fla. «^qei) ^ t%4t cWT yisviK ^ ?yT 3 ?^hh % srmR ^ 3^3444^ 

^ ^qd 3 iI4>ci f4qi <jqi 4 ^ 14> t4)'kif4q> ^5^ 4t4^9PT ^^cTH % 

# I a5l4q)l'n 1 /7) ^ ^ 4 "TO 4 3ft7 cf>T4 4 ^ ^ 

f^RTpy M6<^ ^4 3ff4>ci %4 "<14 ^yft 544^^ 4 vudcrlfeici l yH^4H<4> ^ 

^iryoT^o^^ ^ 3fRo^o^TyT 4 ^ ^ctt 4 ^ jf^im % yr^am ct^it 3(3^0^ cf^pjcf^r^ 
^ fum <ify4 4 ^ qcil^qi 4^3^ yi4iH»i v5M4>ywi % ct>wu} ^ | irw 4o 44, 
^ ^oTj^oJTFd. ^4^ yT45M n^rter^t % anwr ^ ^ to % yn^ OTd^ ^ t 14 
>siqci, ^Iqd, Rr44tdT5^ ^ 4j:4 vjqchyuili ^ TO^-yro 

^ WTO 4t ^i41 94 1 yr^^f^lf 44 4y4 4?f[^ f4«cryr%T ^ 4444 ^rft 4>t 4 4 R-cid^ 
f4y4 yr^ ^wy^ 4t yrroyn 4 f4n ^ to 3ny^.^ 4ylt ^ #, 14^ 4 3 !tw 4 

f^TOT ^iqi 241 yr}¥[4t 4 to ^ TOcTOt % 44t 3iRRn4 14^4 y4fe 4 tot, 4?HeT 
f4^ 4t m4 4yT en?^ 3fty f4^ anroy m4 f4cyy ?rTf 4 <H t, 4t yr^-yr# 

to4to4 to 4 4 ^ q^ilqi tot $^1 cjtwq 4 ci'lqi^uf 3r34^ yf^rr 4 TOcT y|fy 
^ TOcTT yrror 13fty ^m)4i 4 4to<^ 14414n ^ tor? ^ yTcR4 t i 


^ yr^ny TTcrrUrro^. ^ to^ 4 to yw to? 4 4t 4tRm 4t t f4 3f4 4t yrro 4 
3f4TO 4yT cTO^ ^ 34 yi(6^4 y^nf^er f44 f^rr tort ^ yr^^ cRy4 4 toto 
to 4 ^ 144 ^ 44 ytTORT ^ yrroft t 34y to 34tot to TOytR ^ yrron t I ^ 
y^R^t4>y^ 4 34: 4^ TITO yq^ ^ t, 14 ^ 34y 44 to4to4 to 4 4 3f44r y^ 34y c^f 
TOTO tot d^RT ^ 1441 41 yrro toI^ 4W ^ f4m tot i ?yT4 3T[4 jrUct rIcR ^ 14 toto 
4 3Tl4TO4TOr 3jf1y yr^fRR ^yr ^ 4 34^: qRRid 4 14 3(^4^ 4 7841o 4 41 tot 41 34 
qy 34 4 TOTyTq3y 444^4 to 3yT^ ^totto yer^ t, W3 f4y 41 to4 4 1441 4 41 
to ^l^a TOy4 to TOTyr ^ 14 to 14 ^gy^rr to ^d^riiq-i 4 yNr^l 444^^ 
RTTOT^I 41 yTTORTT^fe 4^ TO^T I 5T4 to ^ TOT1%41 to d^yR^y 4]f^^|R4' to 
yt^TT) yr^roq to?4 41 ^tovrt toU TO^yr q41 41 toU afk fyT4 14q 4Rn 144 to 4 4 qrq 
41 yrgrT) yr^OT TOq4 4 44 4lyT TOryr q4114q to i q4R gryr to to to 14y4q^ 
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wm ^ ^ ^ ^ 

tl ^ ^ecHchyuf ^ ^ tl 

^ %3I[ ^srm ^o55 ^ WH 3TtoT^. Pl^5fl4>, % 

^ Pl^oi 4 W? ^ «TT cTSTT 

^if^RPT ^ ^^rtcrafM % ^ ^ ^if^ ^ipn I ^3^ A ^ t % 

W\ wS ^ cnn 1 3RT: vjPRT^ % ^ 

^ 6|Mlfe»i) ^tfcPrJt % 1?^ ^ W W^ ^ ^ I dHlfe^il 

^ftfcTOfi % M(jij^icMR4i ^ ^rtjt ^ «tt 

^ ^JtfeP?^ % 5|6 Nh % ^ WrI ^ ?!MT % ^JR W '^PRIT 

NJ^ chRtJI^ c|R^ I ^ ^ ^ Tjg ^PtfeR^ % 

3?1^m>TfM ^ 3?^ ^ ^ ^3^5Rr % d^^ld ^33Rr 2P. ^ 

3{T?^ ^ ^ t ^ ISRltem ^ ^ 'TOl ^ ^7^5[M 

^ 4 f^nich 27.1.2002 ^ qF^ iiR WJRUT JRRT ^iTHT ^ t. 1^ 

^ apTT^ «fr{ ^ Ki«^vW ^ mr ^ ^ 

^ 'PT^ ^ ani^fiT ^ ^ sgjTR % 3 twr >fTg«e ^ ^ #t 

^^ttcPRt % ^3^ ^ v^dHH ■^JPRT^ ^tlcR^ ^ ^ ^ey^ % 

78i^t ^ ^ ^ ^3!K!T aiTI 3?totM ^ 3it^ ^ ^ 3ft? ^ ?#?m 

nR^ ^ vjIH^Si ^ ^ 7|^ efm^T^ ?TSTT 3?FR^ ’^Plf^dd 

^ 3i|c|J?A|cbdl ^ ^ 3c;i^Hdf ^ ^ ^ ??FT^ 3ncTT # ^ ^ 

3Tmpft ^ vJd^ll^cl ^ ?FT 2TT i ^ ^ ^ P? ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^TT^ 2IT. ^ 3?^ % ^t?R 3d^lf^d ^ ^T^T ^ W t! 

3M'i')Tf) ^ ^ ?TC w ^ t % F?T ^v^eni ^ ^ ^ ?t^ 

8Tr aft? #p ^ ^ ^ M^iftorR^'l in^ v3l^ ttstt ^"einm 

^ t#cR Tpn ^ eft ^ ^ sJti ^ ?Tm^ 3nen t ^ 

P? ^ cRRT ^iTR 3fk f^ % f^ 3Tlx!dl4) PHT ^^TFT I 




- VIII 


3lS[ipit ^ ^ ^rat ^ ^ ^5!#? Ft^ t ^ ^ S^ddT t v3'd4)l 

W?TiT clf^ ^ R?IT ^ 4 ^o ^ ^ 3 ^o, 2 ^o, 1 ^o ^ ^ 

cK^ «TTl F3TO ?TP?j eft? P7 ^5?&Ef ^iT?^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

^ cTOT t emeff 4 #e? cfTF^ ^ ^ ?T^ ^ ^ ^ 

3ft4?^ ?4 Hl^P t ^ ^T?^ ^T?T t? 4 ^RT ?T^?Rt % % ’ft cITF^ 4^ 

ej^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ WH 39) ^ ^ ^ ^ t % 
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I 3ffM^ ^ ^ ^ ^3FT ^ 3TilB- 

€PM ^f>t wf[ % ^\it ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ c^ ^ ^ ^ 

5R>R ^ HRfT ^ ^ ^ vifTOH^? ^PT 120m ^jRPT ^ ^ ^ 

^ <5^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^T^JSPJT ^ ^ arew ^ 

H^rPl^5^TTcPT ^ 1976 ^ ^O 1 % ift ^ WPT ^ 

%^n I \3«^'1^ >g^ ^ >3^ 'H4l^cf WT ^ ift ^ 

^ ^iTR^ i;^ Ift % ^JHRR^ ^R ^IPH % ’iff ^ 7 ^o 60 ^ W ^iMt ^ 

^ ^ v3eiHm I w^ 5IW t ^f^2Ff eft 3 IRo X^ffo aft^ 

^6R<I) ^ XJ^O^O^^RIFT iWI^ RO 7 ^ ft ^ ^ ^ WI ^ ^ 4)JKR XJci 

^ aiRox^o ^ 2000 ^ iiViqn arrftt ^ ft ^tr? ^ aRTW 

^ ^^raiFT ^ ^3^ xj4 f^Tfft^ aft warn a^ft aft sft i ^ 

el' '1 ^ afwf^ai" ^7%^ |ft ^ acT^ ^ref «R7^ ^ ft^ af^ wft 

^afftcT cftftt aft aF ftt ftdiai % af^ ^ ^aeiqfte ^ ^ ^ aa^ 

ifts^raaR % ai^^K ^ 1^ vjn ^ 11 

vRftfp ^ w a> 3 aT a^ arar ■^n aann % aia ft a®a ft aei^ aa^ 
a«n aa ftft^ aft araaR aR fftai sit i ^3aft a? aiai^i ^wft^ ^ xjr^ aft % 
aTERaiT ft xsaaft x^ ftftGR % gn^ ^ ^ ^ rn%ft an ?TaiT afaaa aF aj^ar Ift? 

1 ?^ % aaia % a>RR ^ aft waaraif aft arraft fft ftl ^ aft ^aaa a^r ftl 
a^ aiar an Tra^ar i 

^ 5iaa>r fttat ^rftaa aft gpiftl fftarft ft ^xftaar aft f aan f^pftfft 

3Rft aaft aarft aaa ft^ a^ft aft aiaftt ftaftft^ ^ 3 ^ aa arcaiaa 1ft>aT. giaftt f^^nftar^ 
ft aa aftt ^Ba>ftl ?a Trftaft ft anfft^ ftr^ aftadr ^ iftfftaa 1957 % fftfftaa 49,58(3) 
& 64(4) aa ^ceTER ?a ft 2r3‘ anaft |ft ftf ^ aa^ ^ arftt ft aft 

arfRia^^ ^sr, aft % ^ jftfta^R aaft % aig^ w 78 ftfer aft % a>RR I20m ft 
aR ft. ft eRRR afeT x^naa ^ ft^ ^ cTi^ ft^iR aaan a aai^ xja ft^ aa?^ 
^ a^rfftftwda ft) xpT ft xjeftaa fftRT I 

>Hftaft ft) 3TcnaT efta aft aiaft l^ftaift ft aft ^raft ft ft aaaa) ^afta ft 
TToft^o v5M ^ &a ra, vi^m^ ^afta ft fto3iRof%, x^ ft tjo%o fta^jxm. '«6tqq> »jcp 

ft sTRogn^o ftai^aa. ww wia5 ft fto^o^rarTF ^ ftftaaft ft xjoftofftaift i 


piaaa^ xja >H^iaa) aaaa) aft a;^ ft aftfeiaft ft) iiaaa aft aaxr 7 ftia ft? ^qeinftc 
aft ^ 3 ^ ft a^ ft I ^ asa aft ft^ §a ^ ftftf^ eW aft ^ ar^ aft anacprft ft 
fft) arft ft aft fft aaef ^ ^r ott aiafeft ^ aa ftl^ w 78 sn. 

vaRc xTcj ftftaR aft a? aRft aft ft fft> a^R 7 ftta ^ ftaciafte ^ aaft ft) 

ftftcRR ft^ ^ asiT af^ x^Tiaa ft) ftaiffta ^oaft aft fft Iftfftaa aft ^ ^naailftft 
an arda fft)aT anzri iia^R aft ara aft ft aiRa>Tft ft fft) ^ ara^ a? arafeft 



% filit 1ft M ^ «tn 

,m 18% 3Rtfta ftPOT 58IPT ipstI ^^^ ^ % 

jpieR; <ft ,3mm ^ ^ ^oaiRoW? ^ 

aret ^ 

« W * 59, »■ 

^ ^ * ™ -* t »■ 

w ,« wt 3^ i ^ I ^ », 

g^n^ ^ ^ ^ an^ ^ ftm cwi ^ ' 

,,^BOt ^ ft! fcift ftt ^ <1>II<I^I lg _ ^ ^1 ^ 

^ 1952 ftft OTd 18 ft! a?pfti P«l*A<SI^ aft Wft HTR Hem tl 5^l<^ 

- f< ^ _A Pjtt ) (; | ,fl gHHH! wfln <ft >S'<|M4|H Hft ift. ^ !*^ ^ 

ftft ft! fcift "ift <R? fftP^ ^' 

^ pp,^ ft! agm. 1^ ^ ^ ^ 

^XITO n«« 1 . . V s -JSnK,^ A ifto^o HI^Him. ^HlftftW SH W 

gnftjft HR !aH !gwn ^ ^ppii q, =# fft!Hi ^irai 

^ ariftijnft. 5 Ri ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

A TUF TOOT t I^SRI^ HR^ ^ ^ 

* e« , 3*, * 5 ^ , 

"I 4 SSn, «« * 3, ft»< 

an mcR H!mft ft! amft H!tft 3fR ft 3^ ^ ^' 


vm ^ Tram; 
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^.r * r.r.:- 1 -~ - ^ 

s 4 -™. ei^i *, ^, jr=i t 

tasiS wta OT> % w W5T srt mKl i 

»r sSBia TiM ***5™'R'’*'W«n=iflwmaai,«w,aim 

t rr 

^JRRTOW TKVferrr^ V ^ n.. . ^ v ^ ^ ^ cfFlfeTj^ 

9, *"*•*■• 

^ ^ rSi tf' 3 ^* 

1^ T^l ^ ^ ^ ^ 3f^ !P7 qpft jSppijp, ^ ^ 

M 9r< « « ^ f ^ J” ” ^ »’wa» ■*■ 9* <> 

w ™ *«XSi,T 4 ’!,tr™ 

^ ^ itmm^ 5wh ^ 35 ^ 1 ? 

ajm =»^ ^1 5m ^ gR invrf^ ¥t 5«m 5 ^ ^ ^ 5 ^ 


^ 3rf&qnfM 551 


~: =:: s srj r. := r^— 

^ ^ ™rx * rs.irx? ^ ^ 



[<Tmn—^gp»g3(u)3 __ 

3 lcqra-IX 

twgRRif 

I 

I. ^FB ^ ^ : 

arjira % mm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^c»m ^ ^ ^ 

^eiR ^ ^ ti Brit ^^pri-BTei ^sfrar t 

irf^ ^ ’Hi§'S(4H ^ 1^ ^ft ^ ri^jRH ^ ^ ^ f^jf^ 4 ^ ^ ^rrar 

^ viTTcrT t. cwift ^ ^ arri ^ ^ b^ ^ 

Prf?^ # Tjqj ^ Bern tl arf^f^Tis ^ ^p?ri ^ f^BTR 

^ %\ ^ t f^ ’ft br ft? ^j^fri ft ^ ^mm ^ Yt<R ^tri 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^BT ^fTRT ar^S^cr t, ^ Bri 

’??Tlftft?TTeRT ^ ^ ai^ri^ #TT 5Hpim4 t, rit ^ ^ ^ ^T^fT % Nf^-^ 

^ ftj 'y^wic*t<P Ptfcjft^ti ^ w^iT 11 

ii. ftft^IT(3l4^‘Hnh)/ ’nft’T ’ift 3FTTfttT B?ft % fcltj ’Pft’RR ITOTlfc^ Bf IFfN : 

^ =T ^4cT 4FTf%ftt 4ftfcPrft 4ft ^ % Sjftri % ’TWft ft 4f^ ^ 4ft ^ 
ft vft^ mj 5^€Rra4 4? ft ftBT w # % ^riri % iprft ^tb*tr b^ ?T«n 

qxtHN "tn^ BFH <t>l4Wd ^irif % ftt^f <?ftqcir a?<rifef^ % 3iH>(Ra ?ri % 3ttf ft 
anw ft tftef ■anft 11 4>ridi br ftrtft?R,i957 ^ [^^m, 127 ^ Tjfttn ^ 
rit ftft driweft 4> 4t^ araft^Rj 60 ftto ^ 4R 
ftR^R(aR^to^) Tj\ Tcrr&fr ^ ^ mm m4 t, ^ ’r^tri ^ 

f4?ft nft dft ^ ^ 4ft if WHlI^ld 4v?ft % iTttri, Pfr ncf4> ^ 

cpftcR^ BR ^R 44tR R4B?I ^ ^ tl ftf^( a r q>ftv44? )/ 4T^ 4ft TRlft^R 4Rft 4Tft 
^riri?R ftrf^ 5PTT# ?Td ft ^ f^4>Rid ^ f^SR^ ftt TR 3TR mi, ^^RR, TR 

3IR TR, ^ iriR 11 ^ ^ ft ft XR> 

^ ft4^ OTTftt ^R armff^ t afR jrR ft ^bt w t % ^ fftift ^ftsR 

ft?n t afR ^ ftkft % ^!i^: 4) ^ ftt 4? ftt^ 4ft ^mi srr ft 

B5R t\ mf ^ ^ ^4RT mf^ clftiTR B^ 4>Tft 4R? 

WT % arg^ 120 ftto 4 j ftwRftt (rite) mft ft qfer w ^i 

III. ’tet % W4 4^ ri^ % ^Rr ^if ^^4?m ft armr % qRriftt 4>IR<4ft 4> 

5R^I4». 4ft ^ B4 ft 4>Tft ft ftffta ^BT S|T aff? Xfft^ ^RT 4TBTri4> 

4?% m\ iriri fft>^ ^5fRr «n i 4tofttofttox^o % crftR^ 5?4£R ^rft ft br ft ^ 

^ ^^^R4f) ^ tl FTd ^ IR? RJTft T?ft^ FRT 3^4^ % ^prit ft 

FBiftq ter ^4RT m, ftt 4^ BR 44445 ip ^4 ft 45Tft ft aft? BR^ fftftq ftft ft 
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^ S?ri ^ ^ 3RRT: ^ W ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^P»T 8TTI ^ Vo%o#T^Jt^ ^RT 5^^?^ ^ ?fl7 ^ 

^ fetqtJft ^5t ^ TfTm f^ra% ^ 25.1.2000 ^ ^ T?Tc% ^ ^ ^ ^ 

T|.t;Ty 8jy ^ TJ^ xIcR!T # 5l€i^ % ^ f^?TT % ^ ^ 

^ cf)f4 ^ ^ Pi*4^ Md<^ ^ ^ fcWT *n, 

iR ^t 4 ^ vifT^ ^ ^ ^ ««;«iN ^ ^ «n I ^ 

% # v3m«ipi wT % 1^ '5^ ^Ri<4a aft^ ^nteff ^ ^ 

?ft arraKT ^ ^>r*Ti^ vancvaJ <?)xi4l ^ sJt alt^ ^ ^ '«41h vjfqa 

aTT^FRT ^ f^ir ^rr «rT i aiRiRTf), ^ vsmcpI Rm 14 ^ wiRl^d 

2TT, ar^: ^ 1?^ % 3f4pT ^ fi\H^\ *?TI ^ 

^TPep?? 4 arRH % 1^ ^ ^ Rh 14 ^ ^ ^ ^ aft^ M«i>^<?> 

^ ar^Rfc^ cTerm ^1 

^: ^g5im t f^ ^3FT % cRff 5?4 to #fr ^ 

cf>t ?r3JT ^vfRTRT R>ili afR ^ cR? ’J3PR ^ ^ *16cq VH;m f^RTT 'jTRT I 

^ T % 2>3 ^ ^ Rm%T ^ 4? f^ ^ Rrqw ir^ 

^ gst WYsfPl' ar^^ ^ 'jTRT, /4>'^ VJ'ftcpf HW<T> ^ ^ '('C3J 'JTf<( f^ 

^ 4 STcTePT 'jTFT ®r^ J?n'<9[ ^ Mej^cb lit vi'rft 4cPFTPT 4 ^ 'FT^JcTT ^jRTT 

^ ^ ^ %\ ^STR 5^^ % TR ^ai^ 'OTH ^ ajI^R ^gRif^ 

^1 

(IV) r^ foiftfi^ ^ Ti^ ^ % ai^??rrv,arraf^ (anri^ajt) ^ 

c|^ ^r^iJI felf^t^ ^ JR^cfj ^TFRRj c|>m 4I ^ ^ aOclf^ 6^01 t'. f^HFbT 

^ pr^trfl cbr^cbpft ^ ^^ra) ?tcTT ^ i ^ ^ "^eRRi wit % *ii*icit 

^ ajMR<{ ^^TcREf cb'ii4 % f^ 5TF^ 4> ^ ^ F^t t'I ’tt eFRTT 

t j% cilwRicb TR ^fttcrtt^ 5?ilTr>4i ^ # \ "^F aito> v^fR 

ar^f^ ^ Ftnr F^»jRicr ^arr '^RiR^d wf ^)T4-^fSTeft ^ 

wfr Ff/Sv f # cpFT t 4 wft 

^ FFTRI RRtOT cPR^ ^ aRFT^ #( FFcR ^ cpRW # RRIot a(fb|<?>lR4t ^ cRtt afR 

FRf cbK^l 4t ^ ^ ^ tb'iMl ^ ^ TRkTT # I 3RRcI RIT^ ^ W ^ 

\ T JR an? ^ ait ^ Rrftem 1W t alt? Wtem R4t€ 4t 

wf; vf» Rmi 4 4 ^ -^R^t ^ 'j“ffe' '^’I’l ari^cpiR^t ^ ^ 

iT 'Hcbdt #1 aTTFo^‘’^c>afto 3R4t ciimcb cbr4cf>i4t 5filTp4i cRiT arf^cbi^ w] jfIr ^ arr^t 
RRteRT R4t4 4 4t ?R^fNt ^ a^ld ai^MJd'l ^ "FcfRT ^ aft? ?R^[fcr4t ^ 

ar^qr^ ?r ^r4 ^ aj||<f)iR4t % ciife %r4tJi R4k: 4 aF^Rbifi 

4t RRFft I 







(V) : 

% aifimnfWf sm ®ft ^ 

-c^TUrtlgmw,i»»ri^’i»**’»»l^'*'’"-^ >rT , Z 
*, ,« amwai „ ««B1 ten <iini 'nft^l «« « 

^ «nn nnn. * * n^ ..n ^n !» « te nnnM »n# * 

^ *#ten*, 5 ™ « nten nn« fM nn * 1 « 

it ; 3 ntt ^a*OT ^ 3 R^ 3iraw5*-5n t vichh^^ 5^ 

^HfjrfltRT ^ np 5il^^ ^ 31^ ^ ^ 

^ *st. ^ ^ 

an^ ^ ^stHT'sni^Tj I 

5 ^ aifiiRTP 'j^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^fTlfcrf^ ^ 

VI. ^ ^ wP i ^f iip ra ^ ^ ^ ^ •■ 

4t # #-l^ % a^H ^ % «3^ ^^ ^ ^ ^^ ^ 2 

S ^ >11^ ti 3RT: ^ t ft; Hiftf? ;fftsT'^ ^ ^R-wftto; ^ ii, 

.jSrtnte sn).*in "^f^ 5 

irt % nWB « SBF art 

™ *»a » *i n, tej. n-wn, »*»l^3" '''"^'^™ 

^ q?Tft^w?i ^ %q^%;f5H;pi;pnqt3fR 





VII «i5r ^ % fen; V- ^ mrar Ciht ; 


_ ^ ^ ^ ^ ’?rai w & % ^ % 3R?7*n^ R^mr % ^ ^ spF^t 

'35TJII. ’TOT I ura R'diq ^ ^ ^Teft Hftxjl, aij^ ^ ^ qp^ sj)^ q 5 :f^ 

^1 '■leiH'-i ^ 120ift qp^ ij amwFiT 

^ R<iiq ^ ^ v-jfra ernmr ^stht tnf^i ^ cift ^ 

^ R'HW it ^ cITcft 31’HlHl'q ^ fj(^| gq<pqTq % R^TftiT cTSJT 

^ IJ^ gf^raq 4 Rrt tiira f^RT qq % JlRtF^^TOR #IT 

atRrar^f ti 

VIII. 'tail tjrflii ^^iPid«ii«iq % atftt^lRqt BRI Wmwi ftfltfU f i 

5^’*’'^'^^ ^ ^ gcnRm> sh *tFiPi^^iM<i ^ ^IF RraRra Ri^ra^ ^ 

Wlsn^ g?t ^ QH g^str *tSlPl^S)lMq ^ g^t! if gq? ift 5}^ ^ qq ^fnqpq- 

I ^qn qft qst anq^rasm W ^ 

# 1% st^ qjJT ^ qRT ijqj WR sr^ ^ qq f^rf)sm Rjqr rht giftg i 

5^ f^- arcRW ggjjtcpq % gq^ g?qrpn ftfqpr srt g^HR w ?iRp % ^ if 

^?TR %?n WJTl 

IX. Tj^jf^ ^M»ra^(^ 3Tflra>) ^ 7tlH l rH» ; 

wq ^ g ^ tR ^ ij qq^ ^ ^ _ 

gq StraRip qg?q qR^g ^ qq ^ aiteR'f gt 5{qq g PiRViq qRqj ^ | qg 
qwT giter t fe giTi-wgff <r g^fer «jfJigt gt ;g^ % ^ q^ ^pp qq^^ ^ 
wgfMRi## l^%gggit5R^^ ggRRR RRto gft ^ % g^i ^ 

RTOR qqpn q-^ ^ ^ #n xn%T7l ^ 

^ftrag WR3ft gmfeg gfffggg % qqqqR f5,ggpp g I ^qgq ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

gft 7g gfJT % ?gqq ^ Rraftrt RRtem gRggiRRg^ngjfg^^ 

Ri ^ wf if q^naft % gR if ^rt g g# R afR q.^R^g ^sm ^ g gt^ 

gft agg g^gt g aiR q^ fgqr i gg? Rr gq^g g g ^qPtgg srt rr 

^ ^ 3T^iTRpg ^ ^ ^ Tjf wjrm 7^ ^ 

^ ^fqpe: ^ ^ I 


^ ^ cjJt ^ sft- 

qR^ wrs^ % ggmgf sm ^sn % wff tr Rqpg^ ^ ^ 

w gi^ fg^njof 3qRTqS%qTqqTfgfagER5Rr^ RroifM gg gggfRgq Rgg rt g?T 

an gr q^l qft gg cpqq ^ Rtg, af qqgq ?r<sPT5r ^ amrg % Rr q^g 






^piy 3(ii)] HRW lit ^ ^ — 

tm aiR”inRT ^ ^ «fti mi w ^ ^ ^ 

^ W ^CTR ^ *rf^ f^«9T «fl^ ^ ^ ^ 3f5*T ^ 

3!??lRt3P yxHlc*f<<5 11 


• • 

r ff 


V 


3iKira-x 


ITO fl'JJjSt 

^ arillPm, 1952 gn siKT 53 % ^ JR^ ^ iratn ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f?RR 1955 ^ Pm 22 ararafi ^ jnRjf^ ^ Psr^ ^ ^ 3f^ ^ 
# v\^ t. ^ ^ JWR ^ ™i^t ^ ^ ^ ^ 9H % « 

M if Pwn»t ^ ^ ^ 

«n ^ ?3H »i^iPi^a Tera sro Pnta ^ ^ 

mv-wm iR ftif ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

sstf nfirtW ^ ^ giraf ^ sil^ ^^RlPrar cwr ^ % PnH ^ 

gifted ^ pt«?m ^ f%it ^ fSH I 

3RT: i|^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Plft^ ^ 

Jnp ftmi ^1 it W15R11^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ 3Rrafi^ 

^ ^ 3raw-3W q^i ^ ^<BT Hg i Pi^^ tr OT ^ ?g^ ^ wn ^ 3tP 

3imw ^srMi ^ mf ^ ^ % 1^ W> ^ m. 

5RT ^ ^ 31^ w ^ 3w^ sw PrgfR aPra 
asji smR r^a f^-if ^ strati ^ ts^ % »ra?JW ^ wn ?a ml? ^ 
3rfir^ aft? ?raR ^ it ^ ^«n SRi ^ssrar w mi 
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W2IRI-XI 


3TmR 


^ <hl4c}|^ ^ ^ ^ 14^ 3T^RN jfro ^ ^ ^TFT^T 

clcb^lc^l 3TnTR 3?^ cf?^ 11 

fcrfcr?T TfWft ^ ^9T-^9T Pra^ ^ ^ ^ ?T9TT cijfe4|ci ^ ^ 

'»?rT ■<^’t tn^ w >5ft ^odro^, c^ro ^r^^irrRf, 

m. q^otpTo 4t ^9T ^ ^ ^ 

^rtfF-7 ^ Tfto X^o ^ T^oSTRo ?RUT, ^ ^o^o ^ 1^, ^ 

^ ^0^0 ?rr. ^ PRrn? f^?T, ^ stro^^o^, ^ x^oxifto 3rmT4, ^ ^ 

3TX^ f%, ^ ^0^0 z^fhcj^l. ^ ^ x4to4\oM'1'Ml4). ^ 

3Rte ^ ^ %?, ^ ^ ^ ^ "XT^ 3Rm^ 

1^ ^ ^Tff |, >H^41J) 45 fiRn ^ ^ ^ 

??Rfr TReRTT ^ ^WTeR W 4:^ afT I 

4 ^ xjg 3R^ f^RT^ ^ 3fRoI?^o5f^ 1^4 ^ 

^0^0^, H^iPi^^icb, ^ ^sfn Tr^Tf44w^, ^ xxo f44RT^(^). ^ 

x^oxRHot^f^, ^ 45 ^mar-^ f4& arter^ ?fr x^oxfto xn^arcR cH4k ^TR^rfr, 

^RjfetRcb ^ cIT^o45o 5R7T^, ^ 4t STHTT^ f, ^ 4Kr^ f4i4^ 

^4>Bld 4 'm^ ^ «rf^ W W{^ 3l)dJ^tychdl XR d<^H 4^ 

^ ^^Tf4f4f4 ^ ep^ 

4 ^4^ ^ ;itox4rogTRo Mddldcb, f^Terr 'RJRRftW-W-^T^ ^rf^, WIT^ 14f§f 
Pnf^XRRT, ^ ^ ^ 3|aTcR x4^W ^afT PT^Ir4 4^ t4cT 33xpTT sj^itr cR^ 

^nfxTT, Rh^)^ dan ^jr 4 4 ^mr ^je?rciH 4Rr^ f4^ 4i 

3td 4 4 ^ xRTo45o-ydt. ^»jd^ f4r^ ^liji^ai, ^ xto4^o?P!i^, cp^nid f^ren 

^RiFn^hT. ^44 r^ ciid^R rmm^‘ dan 3m4 3n4ai niei. ^ dif^ ^ 

3TmN jnnd dT|nT, Rd^')4 f4?gd 4mdH 4 ^ir dnr^ ^ ^ 3j??m i 


2431^^^002 (RTTd^ g^?RU| ?mf) 

w^; #4\. 3ia2j8iT, dF]f^ X5nd ar^Md 


• 4 i toa 
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OTT ^ ^ ?nftH ^ ^tf^, w ^ Jrf^ 


24.10.2002 


(jfto 3TR ^) 

tj^^, 

elM l fej ft ^ ^T: 


«rL ft>^ ^ 

„ W >« *=H. ». w™, <nr»« f < 1^*■> 

.a « airaS OT iS^ I SwS 5« sni TOOT « 


F^f^TTST? 

{m^ 

elHifejft 


295GI/03—7 



50 


TOfeCMZErmOFMB^-itlMDBDlNARV v«m 

vfrw3f. ' 

I I, xjq ^TI^-(ii) 


^ 01.03.2001 


3lfJtxjr('1I 


^^84(39), 1^ 2 45^^001 ^ gn^ ^ . £R4K 

w iste ^5lf$ra^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ipff I 

% 4>T^ % fM f^r^ fttiff^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^Igrf ^.l952(1952 ^ 35) ^ EIR, 24 % g, qm (1) jj ^ ^ 

^ 41^ I^t ^ ^ gn^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ ^ ^ ^ 

_ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 5^ ^ ^ 3I#!R % ^ if 

STfl f^HfciRaa sqlrbq) qit ^ ^ I 


5Tto 

3Ti^Rnfef)t, 


3?^^, ^o^oT^o c^rfeRlft ^-4^1^ 
^chi^Hr 


^O IH.11012/1/2001 
'STT^oXJ^oXJ^o- I I 




^Tfer, T7R?T ^RcPT^ 
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MINISTRY OF lABOUR 
NonncAnoN 

New Delhi, the 1st Felmiary, 2003 

* In pursuance of section 27 of the Mines Act, 1952 (35 of 

1952), the Central Government hereby publishes, as Annexure to this 
nobfi^tion, the following report submitted to It under sub-section (4) of section 
24 of the said Act by the Court of Inquiry appointed to hold an inquiry into the 
causes and circumstances attending the accidents which occurred on the 2"*^ 
February, 2001 in the Bagdighi Colliery of M/s Bharat Coking Coal Limited in 
District Dhanbad, State of Jharkhand 


” Report of Court of Inquiry Bagdighi Colliery Accident" 


[F. No. N-11012/1/2001-ISH-lI] 
K. CHANDRAMOULI, Jt. Secy. 


R E PORT 

COURT OF ENQUIRY 

Bagdigi Colliery Accident 


Chairman: Justice Gurusharan Sharma 
Jharkhand High Court, Ranchi 

Assessors: Professor Ravindra Nath, 
Professor & Head, Department of Mining 
Engineering, Banaras Hindu University, 
Varanasi. 

Sri Kamlesh Sahay, President Central 
Coalfields Limited Colliery Karmachari 
Sangh, Barkakhana. 
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CHAPTER.I 


INTRODUCTION 

On 2.2.2001 at about 12.30 PM. a disaster took place in Vli seam underground woricings 
of Bagdigi Colliery situated at a distance of about 15 KMs, from Dhanbad town of 
Jharkhand State as a result of inundation by water from adjoining old workings of 
Jayrampur Colliery, wherein 29 persons lost their lives. 

By a Notification dated 1.3.2001 issued by Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of powers conferred by Section 24(1) of the mines Act, 1952, I was appointed 
by the Central Government to hold a formal enquiry Into the causes and the 
circumstances attending the accident dated 2.2.2001, which occurred in the Colliery of 
M/s Bharat Coking Coal Ltd, more particularly, in Bagdigi Colliery in Dhanbad District of 
Jharkhand State and to present a report. The Central Government also appointed Prof. 
Ravindra Nath, Professor & Head, Mining Engineering Department. Banaras Hindu 
University, Varanasi and Sri Kamlesh Sahay, President Central Coalfields Limited 
Colliery Karmchari Sangh. Barakakhana as assessors. 

I was appointed as Chairman of the court of enquiry in addition to my duties as Judge of 
Jharkhand High Court, Ranchi. I received the aforesaid Notification on 8.3.2001 and 
visited the place of accident and made spot inspection on 17.3.2001 along with one of 
the assessor^, namely. Sri Kamlesh Sahay. The second visit to the mine was made on 
23.3.2001 along with both the assessors. On 5.5.2001 one of the assessors. Sri 
Kamlesh Sahay visited both Bagdigi and Jayrampur Colliery and on 23.5.2001 another 
assessor Prof. Ravindra Nath inspected both the collieries and lastly on 10.2.2001 I 
along with the two assessors and representatives of the parties inspected both Bagdigi 
and Jayrampur Collieries. We made detailed inspection of relevant areas both in Bagdigi 
and Jayrampur collieries including the puncture point, pumping sites, places where dead 
bodies and one surviving person were found, the place where last blasting was done 
before the accident, the muck-fiiied dip side workings and the deviation points of 4**’ and 
5**' Sou^ levels. Detailed inspection reports can be found in annexure>3. 

For the purpose of commencement of enquiry. Public notice was issued on 17.3.2001, 
inviting written statement on affidavit from members of the public acquainted or 
interested with the subject matter of enquiry, to be filed in the office of the court of 
enquiry located at Vikas Bhavan Workshop Building of Directorate General of Mines 
Safety, Hirapur, Dhanbad, by 16.4.2001 
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Shri D.G.R.Patnaik, the then Additional District & Sessions Judge, Bokaro, subsequently 
promoted as District Judge and posted as Presiding Officer, Family Court, Dhanbad, was 
appointed as Secretary to the court of Enquiry. 

In the meeting held on 22.4.2001 with both assessors, I decided the procedure to be 
adopted for holding the enquiry and other incidental matters and it was also decided to 
commence the enquiry by holding its sittings from 7*^ May, 2001. 

Although 22(Twenty two) written statements on affidavit were filed but only 21 (twenty 
One) parties participated in the proceedings. They are Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
National Front of Indian Trade Unions, United Coal Workers Union, Indian National Mine 
Federation and Rashtriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Indian National Mines 
Official and , Supervisory Staff Association, Dhanbad Colliery Kamachari Sangh, Bihar 
Pradesh Colieiry Mazdoor Congress, Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union, Indian Mine 
Managers’ Association, Bihar Coal Miners’ Union, Coal Mine Workers’ Union, Hind 
Khadan Mazdoor Federation and Koyla I spat Mazdoor Panchayat, Association of Indian 
Mine Surveyors, Coal Mines Officers’ Association of India, Centre of Indian Trade Union, 

All India Mining Personnel Association and Individuals, namely Dr. Ramsharan Rai, Sri 
Ramchandra Das. Sri Surendra Kumar Pandey, Sri Ram Binay Singh and Sri Ashok 
Kumar Sharma. 

From 7.5.2001 to 23.2.2002 altogether 69 witnesses were examined. Thereafter the 
parties filed written arguments. On receipt of the written arguments myself and assessors 
met and considered the depositions, arguments and other relevant matters for finalizing 
the report of the court of enquiry. 


m 
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CHAPTER-II 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

I. BAGDIGI COLLIERY 

Bagdigi Colliery is owned by M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited (BCCL), a subsidiary of 
Coal India Limited. The Colliery is situated in eastern part of Jharia Coalfields . ^ the 
district of Dhanbad, Jharkhand. Prior to nationalization in 1971 the mine was being 
worked by M/s. Turner Morrison and Company Limited. The mine is located 
approximately at latitude 23 degree 42 minutes north and longitude 86 degiC" 26 
minutes east. The office of the mine is located about 2 K.M. south of Jharia Town ar.a 14 
K.M. from Dhanbad railway station and on the east side of the Dhanbad-Patherdih 
railway line of Eastern Railway. A feeder road from the Dhanbad-Sindri road leads to the 
office of the mine. It is one of the collieries of Londa area of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited (BCCL). The present leasehold area of this Colliery is 2.39 sq. km. It is having 
common mine boundary with the following: North - Londa, South-Bararee, East- 
Jayrampur and West-Jealgora. Its important surface features are (a) The surface area of 
the colliery is heavily built up in the central area of the property. Remaining area is under 
fire, (b) Dhanbad-Patherdih railway line of Eastern Railway crosses the property from 
North to South on the rise side.(c) An Aerial rope-way belonging to the management not 
in use.(d) Chatkari Jore flows almost along the eastern boundary from north to south 
direction. Bagdigi colliery produced 1,33,190 tonnes of coal during the year 1999-2000 
with 2,76,608 man shifts and 1,20,466 tonnes of coal during the period 2000-2001 till 
01.02.2001 with 2,46,569 man shifts. 

ii. GEOLOGY 

No. 15, 14, 13, 12,11,10,9,8 and 7 seams occur within the property in descending order. 
Representative strata section in Bagdigi Colliery is given below section of no. 12 Pit. 

24.69m. - stone parting 

2.29m, - 13B seam-Developed, depillared - on fire 
11.35m - Stone parting 

2.89m - 13A seam-Developed, depillared - on fire 
6.77m - Stone parting 

4.11m - 13 seam - Developed , depillared - on fire 
17.98m - Stone parting 
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7.62m - 11/12 seam - Developed, depiliared - on fire 
75.41m - Stone parting 

7.62m - 9/10 seam - Developed, depiliared, partly standing on pillars 
33.53m - Stone parting 

1 .93m - 6A seam - Partly developed, standing on pillars 

24.96m - Stone paling 

3.05m - 8 seam-Being developed 

10.80m -Stone parting 

5.98m- 7 seam - Being developed 

The seams are classified into 2""* degree of gassiness. There is no major geological 
citsturbaifKe in the area 


iri. WORKINGS 
No. 10 seam 

The no. 10 seam, 7,62 m. thick, was developed on Bord and Pillar system in two sections 
and was partly depiliared with stowing and partly standing on pillars. A permission for 
extracUon of pillars by splitting as final operation in conjunction with hydraulic sand 
stowing for Panel -D was granted. The extraction of pillars was temporarily stopped to 

make up lag in stowing. 

No.8 seam 

In no.8 seam, development had been started in 1988 after approaching the seam 
through two numbwa of drifts from no. 10 seam. no. 12 Pit was sunk only up to no. 10 
seam at that time. n6.12 Pit was further deepened and connected with no.8 seam 
workings in 1998. Presently the no.8 seam 3.06m. thick is being developed on Board and 
Pillar system in the dip direction. The 2™* out let of no.8 seam is through drift, >which is 
driven from no.8 seam to 9/10 seam in which no.9 pit has a landing. 

No.7 seam 

No.7 seam 5.98m. thick, dipping 1 in 9.5 due south 66 degree west is being developed 
by Board and Pillar method, along the floor leaving 2.98m coal against the roof. 
Approach Is through a pair of drifts from no.8 seam namely - drift No. 1 and drift No.2. 
Drift No.1 is 143m long, dipping at a gradient of 1 In 5 and is acting as intake and 
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haulage roadway. Drift No.2,43m in length and dipping at a gradient of 1 In 3 is acting as 
return and traveling roadway. No.8 seam is itsetf entered by no.9 and 12 pits. The seam 
is being developed by blasting off the solid. Pillar size is 40m X 40m centre-to-centre and 
galleries are 4.2m wide and 3.0m high. The depth of cover is varying from 235m. to 
250m. Side Discharge Loaders (SDL) are being used for loading of coal into tubs. 

The immediate roof consists of coal overlain by sand stone. The Rock Mass Rating 
(R.M.R) value of the roof was not determined SSR stipulated installation of 1.5m long 
roof bolts full column grouted type at 1.2m grid pattern. The seam is ventilated by a Main 
Mechanical Ventilator - make - PV - 200. It is installed at no.11 pit. The fan was 
delivering 3200 cubic m/min. of air at 55mm. Water gauge 

The development of no.7 seam was started during April 1999. Two sections were being 
worked in this seam namely south section and north section. Before the accident, south 
section was driven along the levels beyond 7*^ rise and along the dips up to 7^^ level. 
North section was driven up to 5*^ north dip along the strike and up to the 7*^ level along 
the dip. The 3^** level south face where the barrier with Jayrampur Colliery workings 
ruptured was driven about 38m. in-bye off T**’ rise. There was a haulage (tugger) installed 
at 6*^ rise off 2""* level junction for transportation coal from the laces. On an average, 
one round of blasting was done at a face in a shiiL Tn» average pufl: per Mast was about 
1 .Om. On the day of accident following faces iiirwi llwinigi eniiilai i:l, 7^ rise off 5^^ level 
south, (b) 6”' level south off e'” dip, (c) ^ off 'O’ dip 

north. 

To the rise of VII seam development workings in Bagdi^ CoUiefy, existed the VII 
seam old workings of Jayrampur Colliery, which was last devekaped tiiH 1966. The 
Jayrampur Colliery workings in the VII seam were extenctel tw level. The 
Jayrampur Colliery VII seam workings were abandoned srfter 1966 emd in course of time 
thereafter the workings were waterlogged up to 7*^ level. The water levM had purportedly 
gone down upto the 10“’ level. But due to the strike which had continued for 3 days (from 
13.11.2000 to 15.11.2000) in the coal industry, pumps remained un-operated and the 
water level rose upto the 7*^ level. It is alleged that the pump installed in the main dip was 
drowned. On the day of accident the water level was abmit 4 m. below the 7*^ level in the 
main dip. it is stated that prior to the date of accident the accumulated water was being 
pumped out by a 600 GPM pump installed in the main dip at the 7‘^ level, which pumped 
out the water to the 5 pit bottom sump from where it was pumped out to the surface. The 
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total volume of water in the old workings of Jayrampur Colliery was estimated to be 
about 16 million gallons, which eventually flowed into Bagdigi Colliery inundating it. 

Iv. MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE 

M/S. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, a subsidiary of M/s Coal India Limited, is managed by 
a Board of Directors with a Chairman-currvManaging Director as the head having its 
head office at Koyla Nagar, Dhanbad, Shri Ashok Mehta was acting as Chalrman-cum- 
Managing Director at the time of accident. Shri Mehta also had charge of Director 
(Personnel) of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited as also Chairman-cum-Managing 
Director of M/s Eastern Coalfields Limited, Director-Technical (Operation), Shri R.KLal 
was nominated as owner of a group of mines under Section 76 of the Mines Act, 1952 
that included Bagdigi Colliery. 

At the Headquarters level, beside other departments, there was an Internal Safety 
Organisation headed by Sri K.N.Singh, an Executive Director (Safety & Rescue) v^o 
was assisted by a number of senioNevel officers. 

Total 91 mines in M/s Bharat Coking Coal Limited have been grouped into 12 areas each 
headed by one Chief General Manager or General Manager, for administrative 
convenience. Lodna Area is one of such areas having 9 mines, including Bagdigi 
Colliery. At the time of accident Shri V.S.Srivastava (First Class Mines Manager's 
Competency Certificate holder) was the General Manager of Lodna Area. In the Area, he 
was assisted by an Additional General Manager - Shri Avatar Krishan (First Class Mines 
Manager’s Competency Certificate holder) and Area Safety Officer Shri A.KGupta (also 
a first Class Mines Manager’s Competency Certificate holder) apart from the Area 
Survey Officer Shri J.S.Mahal (Surveyor’s Competency Certificate Holder). At the mine 
level Shri Alok Kumar Sengupta (holder of First Class Mines Manager’s Competency 
Certificate) was the Agent and Shri A.K.Upadhaya (holder of First Class Mines 
Manager’s Competency Certificate) was the Manager of Bagdigi Colliery. He was 
assisted by Shri A.DTIwari (holder of Second Class Minos Manager’s Competency 
Certificate) as the Safety Officer, P.R.Singh (holder of Second Class Mines Manager's 
Cc ipetency Certificate), as Assistant Colliery Manager In-charge of No.7seam 
workings, A.B.Banerjee (holder of Second Class Mines Manager's Competency 
Ce jficate) as Assistant Manager In-charge of No.8 Seam workings, Sri B.P.Singh 
(hole ir of Second Class Mines Manager’s Competency Certificate) as Ventilation Officer 
& In-chargo of No.9 & 10 seam workings. Shri R.R.Srivastava (holder of Second Class 
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Mines Manager's Competency Certificate) and G.K.Hazra (holder of Second Class Mines 
Manager’s Competency Certificate) were Assistant Managers responsible for back shifts 
in Vtl seam. Shri R.C.Das (holder of Surveyor’s Competency Certificate) was Colliery 
Surveyor. Shri H.C.Kushwaha (holder of Surveyor’s Competency Certificate) was 
assisting him as trainee Surveyor. Shri R.N.Kundu, holder of surveyor's Competency 
certificate was Colliery Surveyor till 30.9.2000. Shri S. Banerjee was the Workmens’ 
inspector. It is interesting to note here that Shri Aiok Kumar Sengupta w^s initially 
appointed as the manager of the colliery and subsequently he was promoted as Agent 
and continued to work In the same coiliery. A controversy was raised by the 
representatives of the various Labour Unions according to whom the continuation of Sri 
Aiok Kumar Sengupta in the same colliery on promotion as Agent, was against the 
conventional practice. There are, however, no specific rules either in the Mines Act or 
any Regulation there under which prohibit such engagement. 


/ 
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CHAPTER- III 


ACCIDENT 

It was reported that on 02.02.2001 during the 1®^ shift workers were engaged in working 
of the mine in the VII seam south section at the 3^*^, 4^^ and 5^^ level. Besides the miners 
the Manager, Late Upadhayaya and Asstt. Manager, Late P.R.Singh were also present 
in the mine In between 12 noon to 12.30 P.M. There was a sound of loud explosion 
followed by gushing of water into the 3^*^ level. The workers were taken by surprise. 
Some of them managed to escape through cage but others could not. Within moments 
the 3^*^ level was completely submerged with water and those workers/officers who could 
not escape, were trapped inside. Those workers who managed to come out of the mine 
alerted the management. Simultaneously information was communicated to the 
Directorate-General of Mines Safety. Officers from D.G.M.S. visited the place of accident 
and engaged themselves straight away in rescue operation. It was reported that on 
account of certain defects in reaching underground at the site of accident, naval divers 
from Vishakhapatanam were requisitioned for the rescue operation. Dewatering the 
inundated mine was simultaneously commenced. The rescue and recovery operation 
had continued for about fifteen days after the accident. After 7 days of the accident Sri 
Salim Ansari was rescued and brought out of the mine alive on 8.2.2001. Dead bodies of 
29 persons could be recovered by 16*^ of Feb. 2001. 


C H A P T E R - IV 

EVIDENCE 

AH together 69 witnesses were examined who included witnesses examined by and on 
behalf of management, witnesses examined by and on behalf of various Trade Unions 
and individual witnesses examined as court witnesses. For better appreciation, evidence 
of witnesses can be arranged under different categories as follows:- 

a. Witnesses who were present and working in the 7^'' seam at the time of the 
accident. 

b. Witnesses who have deposed in respect of facts and circumstances preceding 
the date of accident. 

c. Witnesses who have deposed in respect of matters relating to survey and, 

d. Witnesses who have deposed in respect of matters relating to safety measures 
and In respect of other relevant facts. 
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Witness nos. 2,3,10,18,19,20,34, 37 and 51 are those of the first category. These 
witnesses claim that on the date of accident they were present in the seam workina in 
the first shift. At about 12 noon they heard sound of blasting and within moments 
thereafter they heard loud thundering sound with gush of water rushing into third level 
south section. There was panic all around and the workers began running for safety. 
These witnesses were lucky enough to escape while many others remained trapped in 

the seam underground. 

In the second category are witness nos. 4,12,13,15,16, 17,18,21, 22, 30, 32 and 33, 49, 
50. Most of these witnesses are those who were examined on behalf of the Trade 
The salient features of their evidence is that 7*^ seam was a watery seam and 
constant accumulation of water in the seam rendered it acutely inconvenient for the 
workers to carry out the mining operations. They have also stated that they had noticed 
abnormal seepage of water not only from the roof, but also from the floor and from the 
faces. These witnesses have further asserted that complaint were regularly being made 
to the management particularly to the Manager and to the Agent and even 
demonstrations were held before the office of Manager and Agent and on 16.1.2001. a 
meeting was also held in the office of Agent wherein Agent, Safety Officer, Personnel 
Officer, Over-man and the representatives of the Union were present. In the said 
meeting danger from inundation was highlighted and demand was madO to the 
workings of third south level were finally stopped on 24-01-2001. Evidence of witness 
no.18 Sri Salim Ansari who happens to be the sole survivor of the accident is that one 
day prior to the date of accident he had found large accumulation of water at the sixth dip 
of south section and haulage line between and 8^^ seam was blocked.' He claims that 
seepage of water in seam was more than in other seams and that he and other 
workers used to be rebuffed by agent, whenever they complained about constant 
seepage of water and resultant inconvenience caused thereby in their workings was 

made. 

Evidence of writness no. 15 Sri Gulab Chandra Lohar and of witness no.13 Sn S.C.Das 
both mining Sirdars and also of witness no.17 Sri Satwan Kumar Beldar, SDL Operator 
is that due to increase in seepage of water, the workings at level nos. 3 and 4 in 7 seam 
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were stopped and the SDL machines were shifted there from to level no.6 and 5 after 24- 
01-2001. Evidence of witness no.21 Sri Samsuddin Ansari, Mining Sirdar is that on the 
date of accident workings in 4*^ and 7^^ level in north section and in and 6^^ level of 
south section were continued. The workings of level no.3 was suspended and fenced on 
24-01-2001 because it had approached the Chutkari Jore. On 1-02-2001 there was 
blasting at the 5^^ level rise. Witness No.22, Sri Ramswaroop Paswan, overman, 
supports evidence of other witnesses that on 25.1.2001 workers had met the Manager in 
his chamber, demanding gum-boots on account of inconvenience faced in work due to 
accumulation of water. Witness No.32 Sri Sadhan Kumar Banerjee Wo nan 
Inspector', admits that Mining Sirdar and overman had agitated before the ' .a er 
Witness no.33 Nirmal Singh, Overman, admits that on 24.1.2001 workings or ur. A t 
and fourth levels were stopped and that Safety Officer, Sri A.D.Tiwary had told the 
Assistant Manager Shri P.R.Singh that workings had approached Chutkari Jor6. He 
admits also that workings of the rise faces of third and fourth levels were done on night 
shift. He further admits in the same breath that workings of the rise faces of third and 
fourth level were done in night shift. He further admits that center lines were used to be 
drawn by Chain Man even in absence of surveyor. A significant information appears in 
the evidence of this witness that earlier workings were stopped by imposition of 
prohibitory order under section 22(3) of the Mines Act, 1952 and were resumed on 8^^ 
January, 2001 but they do not know under what circumstances workings were resumed. 
Witness nos,49 and 50 claim that on 1.2.2001 they had drilled a bore hole in the face of 
third level and water came out of the hole. The hole was promptly plugged and 
information thereof was given to the Manager and the Agent. 

The third category of witnesses who have deposed in respect of survey are witness 
nos.20, 37, 38, 39 and 40. Out of them, witness no.38 Sri R.N.Kundu was Assistant 
Survey Officer, witness No.40 Sri Harish Chandra was Deputy Surveyor (trainee), 
witness no.44 is Sri J.S.Mahal, who was Area Survey officer of Lodna Area and witness 
no.14 Sri R.C.Das, was Surveyor who had joined Bagdigi Colliery in the month of 
November 2000. The remaining witnesses in this category are those who were engaged 
in assisting the survey operation as Chain Man and Tracers. A significant aspect of 
evidence of surveyors is that they used to conduct survey operation regularly and 
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diligently, but accuracy in preparation of survey plans could not be possible on account 
of defective survey machines and they used to complain regularly to the management 
about it. Evidence of witness no,38 Sri R.N.Kundu, is that he was working ever since 
drift driven from seam had joined 7*^ seam, in April 1999. Fourth level workings 
commenced first for which he had given the bearings according to the Instructions given 
to him by the Agent, Sri A.K.Sengupta and the Manager Sri A.K.Upadhyay. Under their 
instructions he had drawn seam projection in accordance with the projection plans of 
8*^ seam and the projection plan was duly signed by Manager, Sri Upadhay, Safety 
officer, Sri Tewari and Area Manager (Safety), Sri A.K.Gupta. Duputy Surveyor, Sri 
Kuswaha had joined the Colliery on 7-1-2000 and was entrusted with the work of plotting. 
Weekly progress of faces used to be. maintained (Exhibit 7) and the same used to be 
shown on the hand plan. Water had accumulated in the fourth level even before 
proceeding towards next dip and, therefore under the instructions of manager, levels 
were raised by deviating from the projection plan. The two pillars between fourth and 
fifth levels were made in size. He admits that deviations have not been depicted in the 
working plan 112A (Exhibit 1/7). Another part of his evidence which is significant to be 
noticed is that on 25-1-2001 at about 8 PM, Manager Sri Upadhayay, Assistant Manager, 
Sri P R.Singh, Mining Sirdar Sri S.K.Sengupta came to his house along with Sri R.C.Das, 
Surveyor. They wanted to know from him the reason for increase in seepage of water at 
the third level. They had also brought plan 112A and a ruler with them. According to this 
^ witness, he advised them to verify from the records of survey of September 2000 from 
field book. He was called by the visiting party to the office on the next day. He went to 
the office on 26.1.2001 and prepared a plan of seam after replotting on the basis of 
field book maintained from September, 2000, and had found on such replotting that 
workings had reached near water logged area of Jayrampur colliery. Earlier workings of 
10*^ and 8’^ seam had proceeded below Chutkari Jore. He further admits that no check 
survey was done In Bagdigi Colliery and that though he had prepared water danger plan 
(Exhibit 1/5), the same was prepared by merely tracing the survey plan of Bagdigi and 
Jayrampur, which was, in fact, a copy of plan no.112A. He further admits that Bagdigi 
Colliery was not connected with National Grid and that drift no.1 of 7*^ seam was 
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preceded at an angle of 45° from full dip. He alleges that when he had shown re-plotted 
plan to the Agent, latter became furious and tore away the plan. He further admits that 
hand plan did not depict all essential requirements and that drift no.1 after proceeding 
about 90 m. had undergone a deviation, but no one had noticed it and that he had 
realized about this deviation when he had conducted the survey in January, 1999, 

Witness no. 40 Sri Harish chandra Kuswaha supports the evidence of Sri Kundu that on 
25-1-2001 Manager along vwth Sri P.R. Singh, Astt. Manger and Sri S.K.Sengupta, 
Mining Sirdar had visited his house and asked him to come to office the next morning. A 
fresh plan was prepared on re-plotting. His further evidence is that he had done plottings 
on the basis of old plan and a fresh plan was prepared on survey undertaken from July, 
2000 and that he had observed that level galleries of T'" seam south section were 
proceeding in rise direction. He also claims that survey machines were defective and he 
had reported about the defects to the management in November,2000. He too claims 
that he and other surveyors were subjected to constant pressure by the Agent, Sri 

A.KSengupta. 

Witness no. 14 Sri R.C.Das who was surveyor at the relevant time from November,2000, 
has narrated the same story. He too claims that proper survey could not be conducted on 
account of defective survey machines. His grievance is that necessary documents on the 
basis of which he was expected to proceed with survey work were not made available to 
him in spite of his repeated demands to the Management. He supports the claim of Sri 
Kundu that on 26.01.2001 a fresh plan was prepared after replotting in the survey office 
and the basis of which it was revealed that level galleries had proceeded in wrong 
direction towards water logged area of Jayrampur colliery and the Agent on being so 
informed, had became furious and even tore away the new plan prepared by Sri Kundu. 
He further claims that under instructions of the Manager, he began conducting a fresh 
check survey though within limited area, commencing from 27-1-2001 and had 
completed the survey of third, fourth and fifth levels and even prepared a map on the 
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basis of his survey. But the manager had conveniently concc^fd the fresh map 
prepared by him although he had retained a copy thereof, which he produced in court. 

He had avered that since after joining in Bagdigi Colliery In November,2000, he. had 
entertained a lurking suspicion that there was something definitely wrong in the direction 
of level galleries though he was not able to confirm the same promptly in absence of 
requisite documents and registers and on account of lack of proper survey machines. 

The other witnesses, who are Chain Man, support the evidence that a fresh survey was 
conducted by Sri Das in between 27-01-2001 to 31-01-2001. 

The next category of witnesses are those whose evidence are concerning with matters 
relating to safety. 

These witness are witness No.41, Sri Alakh Deo Tiwary, Safety officer, Witness No. 42 
Sri G.K. Hazra, Asstt. Colliery Manager, Witness No.45, Sri AshwinI Kumar Gupta, Area 
Safety Officer, Witness No.47 Sri Sudhir Kumar Mallick, Superintending Engineer, Lodna 
Area Office, Witness No.48, Sri Sushil Kumar Singh, Colliery Engineer, Bagdigi Colliery, 
Witness No.54, Sri P.K Maheshwari, Dy.Director of Mines Safety, Witness No.55 Sri 
Sapan Adhikari, Director of Mines Safety, Witness No. 56 Sri R.K. Lai, Director 
(Technical), BCCL. Witness No.57 Sri Ram Lai Arora, Ex. DGMS, Witness No. 59 Sri 
A.K. Sengupta, Agent, Witness No.64 Sri Lalan Choubey, Witness No.66, Sri 
Krishnendra Narayan Singh, Ex. Executive Director Internal Safety Organisation of 
BCCL. 

Witness No. 41- Alakh Deo Tiwari, who was Safety Officer of the Bagdigi appointed in 
May, 1997 . He claims that he too have used to inspect the Colliery every day particulariy 
for fire safety. He was informed that the workings of the 3^*^ and 4*^ levels had 
approached Chutkari Jore and therefore he had ordered to stop the workings and to shift 
the SDL machines f:-om there to the 5*^ and 6^^ levels. He claims that no one had 
informed about increase in seepage of water. Though he used to discuss every morning 
with the Managei, , .sst. Manager and Overman about problems of the Mine. He 
fust'’ if iaims that the level direction drawn at a rise of 1 x 30 or 1 x 40 from the structure 
\'m> ) n a plan. He idmits that spot levels were not drawn in the plan and about which he 

133 informed the nanagement in presence of the surveyors. He claims that the 
surveyors had neve* complained about defect in the survey machines nor did they ever 
apprise to him of dny defect in the plans. He is not aware as to whether Shri R.C.Das, 
Surveyor had pre^.ared any fresh plan prior to the accident. He claims that though he 
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was present at the meeting held on 16**' Jan. 2001 to discuss the demands of the 
Rastriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh and had significantly called a meeting of Pit Safety 
Committee on 20“' Jan. 2001. No issue was raised in his presence about seepage of 
water. He admits further that at the meeting of the Annual Safety Week held on lO**' Jan. 
2001, surveyors Shri R.C.Das had informed that the workings of the 7^^ level North 
Section companion deep had entered into the Railway acquired line and at that time the 
Agent had instructed to conduct fresh survey and to report. He further admits that on 25^ 

Sept. 2000 the Authorities of the DGMS had expressed doubt regarding barrier between 
Bagdigi and Jayrampur and had instructed the management to check the same although 
during the quarterly survey no such doubt was raised. He disdaims responsibility for the 
defect in the plans on the ground that it is the responsibility of the surveyor and the 
management. He daims that it was the fault of the surveyor Shri Kundu for not 
representing the actual size of the pillars in the seam In the plans. He admits that the 
working plan (Exhibit No 1/7) was apparently drawn without conducting actual survey 
and that the said plan was merely addressed from the original projection plan. He daims 
to have seen the joint survey plan of Bagdigi and Jayrampur as well as the water danger 
plan (Exhibit No 1/6). The thickness of the barrier between Bagdigi and Jayrampur was 
shown as 20 Mts. He admits that the water danger plan was only a copy of the working 
plan (Exhibit No 1/7). He further admits inundation of Bagdigi Colliery due to inflow of 
water from Lodhna Colliery had occurred in 1995. He admits that he used to sign on the 
explosive Supply Register but expressed surprise as to how the signature of Manager 
Shri Upadhyay was there in the said register (Exhibit No 1/7) on 2.2.01. He further 
admits that the DGMS had stopped the workings of the 7**^ seam after Inspection on 
20.11.2000 but the working were resumed on their oral instructions after removal of the 
defects. He admits that the non-implementation of the mine on 25*^ Sept. 2000, was the 
main cause of acddent. He also admits that he had not failed any necessity to probe Into 
the cause of constant seepage of water in the seam . 

Witness No. 42 Sri G.KHazra, was Assistant Colliery Manager of Bagdigi Colliery since 
July,2000 and was assigned duty in second and third shifts. He used to make regular 
inspection of the and 8*^ seam. He daims that on 24.1.2001 there was no blasting 
done in the 3'^ level and on the instruction of the manager, since workings had reached 
Chutkari Jore. the 3"* level was fenced on 25.1.2001. Prior to stopping of workings Irrthe 
3^^ level, he had found centre line e ti;ded upto 5/6 ft. from the face. He furthv 
that three pumps were being operated in 7^ seam since July,2000. He had seen joint 
survey plans. On 22"** January, 2001, he had found that workings of 3"* level face was 
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slightly rising, due to which water could flow down away from face. He admits further 
that as per recommendation of 9^ National Safety conference, Safety measures for 
protection from inundation ought to have been taken, but no such protective measures 
were taken. There was no emergency out-let/exit other than drifts in 7**' seam. He also 
admits that 7*^ level north section of 7^ seam had entered into railway acquired land, but 
manager had not stopped workings there. He claims that production per shift used to be 
between 65 to 84 tubs. He admits that he had ordered for conducting blasting in 3"^ level 

7*^ rise on 24*^ January,2001, but, it was not carried out since its workings was already 
stopped by Manager. He claims that he used to study plan no.112A regularly but had no 
knowledge about any instruction of DGMS concerning check survey. He never felt that 
workings were proceeding in a wrong direction. Witness No.45 Sri A.K.Gupta claims that 
both 6^^ seam of south Tisra and seam of Bagdigi were watery seams. According to 
him in compliance with the recommendations of Gazlitand court of enquiry, Surveyor Sri 
R.N.Kundu and Safety officer Sri Alakh Deo Tiwary had reported to him about the 
barriers between Bagdigi Colliery and Barari Colliery and Bagdigi Colliery-Lodna Colliery 
but had not made any reference of the barrier between Bagdigi and Jayrampur Colliery. 

He claims that he had given final approval of projection plan of 7^^ Seam of Bagdigi 
Colliery. He had inspected 7^^ seam on 4.12.2000 and also seen its working plans, but 
neither observed any defect nor had any one pointed out any defect therein to him. He 
further claims that he had not found any abnormal seepage of water in the said seam. 

He admits that aware of heavy water logging In adjoining Jayrampur Colliery, but had not 
felt the need to get it dewatered. He further admits that the copy of letter containing 
instruction of DGMS to stop solid blasting in seam was forwarded to him by the 
General Manager. Regarding Projection Plan, he admits that It was drawn only after drift 
drivage and direction of drift no.1 in the plan was shown away from the direction of dip 
rise. This according to him was not an error from Safety point of view. He admits that 
the width of barrier between Bagdigi third level south section and old water logged body 
of Jayrampur Colliery was hardly about 7/8 ft. at the puncture point. He asserts that 
despite thinness of the barrier there was no heavy seepage of water on account of muck 
on the other side. He further admits that he had not checked as to whether drift of 
seam was proceeding in correct direction. He further admits that the thickness of barrier 
between Bagdigi and Jayrampur Colliery shown in working plan was within the statutory 
limit. He claims that Area Surveyor Officer had issued a certificate confirming that check 
survey and joint survey was done in Bagdigi in compliance with recommendations of 
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Tripartite Safety Committee Meeting dated 23 - 01 - 19 ^Heldmits that size of pillars in 
working plan (Exhibit 1/7) have been drawn straight by scale, though it ought to have 
been shown as per the actual size by offset survey. Significantly, he admits that he had 
always felt that the levels had a rising gradient since the beginning of 7"' seam workings, 
but he was never aware that it would result in such accident. He admits further that he 
had not constituted any special team of surveyor for conducting check survey. He admits 
that job and responsibility of the Area Safety Officer is greater than that of workman 
Inspector and Colliery Safety Officer and that primary responsibility of any accident in a 
mine is of the Area Safety Officer. It is duty of Area Safety Officer to inspect Surveyors’ 
diary. He admits that he had never done so. More significantly he admits that he was 
not aware that workings of 3"“ level south were abruptly stopped on 24-01-2001 though 
he was aware that workings of S'" seam had extended below Chutkan Jore. He 
declares that projection plan of T*" seam which he had originally vetted would be 
available at Area Safety Office. (Strangely enough in spite of repeated demands by court 
of enquiry, original projection plan or any attested copy thereof was never produced by 
the Management). He confirms report (Exhibit 27) indicating application of Regulation 
127 in Bagdigi Colliery in 2001. He further significantly admits that inspection about 
workings to see whether it was in accordance with original projection plan was never 
done in any district at area level. 

Witness No.47, Sri Sudhir Kumar Mallik, Superintending Engineer, Lodna Area Office, 
claims that he was transferred to Lodna Area Office in November,2000 and was incharge 
of the Electrical and Mechanical works in Bagdigi Colliery. The T*" seam was started by 
driving a drift and at that time one pump was installed for removal of water. Second 
pump of 60 HP (6-UP-3) was installed four months later in haulage dip after progress of 
work in the faces. Two more pumps were installed in North section. No pump was 
installed in Sourth section as the water used to flow in haulage dip from where this 6-up- 
3 pump used to lift water into S'" seam @ 400 gallons per minute. At Jayrampur Colliery, 
in both main dip and pit bottom of T** seam four pumps were installed. The four pumps 
in main dip used to draw 2000 gallons water per minute. During Monsoon there was 
increase of water accumulation and in order to work the mines in a virgin area, water had 
to be pumped out. He claims that had the pumping operation not been obstructed due to 
three day's strike in the month of November,2001, accumulated water cold have been 
pumped out as per target. Prior to strike there was 14 million gallons of water in 
Jayrampur Colliery, which could not be pumped out. Significant aspect of his evidence is 
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that on his transfer to Area Office, he had felt that Manager, Sri Upadhyay used to work 
under the pressure of Agent, Sri A.K.Sengupta. 


Witness No.48, Sri Sushil Kumar Singh, Colliery Engineer admits that on instruction of 
manager he had shifted the SDL machine from 3^*^ level south face to the level on 
25-01-2001 and from 4*^ level south face to 6*^ level on 1-2-2001. He admits that there 
was higher seepage of water in this seam since the beginning. Tugger haulage was 
installed in 3"^ level in the north and south sections and later another tugger was installed 
in 2^ level. He further claims that initially 30 HP pump was installed at the beginning of 
7*^ seam and later 60 HP pump was installed which used to function four hours daily. 

Witnpr'^^ No.54, Sri P.K.Maheshwari, Deputy Director of Mines Safety claims that he was 
given charge of Group-B Collieries under the Central Zone, comprising 18 collieries 
including Bagdigi Colliery. His department ensured that rules, Regulations and Circulars 
are promptly implemented and for this he and other officials of his department conducted 
general inspection and part inspection of every mine. He had conducted part inspection 
of Bagdigi Colliery in the months of July, September, November and December, 2000. 
Inspection In September was concerning arrangement for safety owing to monsoon. He 
had conducted part inspection of Bagdigi Colliery in the month of November,2000 and 
had found some defects in regard to support system for which he had issued instruction 
for rectification. To verify whether the faults were rectified, he had made another 
Inspection in the month of December, 2000, in 7*^ seam. General inspection of the mine 
was made by the DGMS prior to his joining office in 1999. He claims that on studying the 
working plan of 7*^ seam of Bagdigi Colliery, he had not found any danger from 
inundation, though he knew that there was waterlogged area in the adjoining mine and if 
Bagdigi workings advanced within 60 m. of the barrier, there would have been danger of 
Bagdigi. On the working plan of 7*^ seam he found that 1®^ level south section was at a 
minimum distance of 75 m: from the barrier. He claims that water danger plan (Exhibit 
1/6) was shown to him but precautionary zone of 120 m. was not indicated therein. He 
further claims that on 25*^ September,2000, after making inspection of 7*^ seam, he had 
noted down In his report (Exhibit 33) casting doubt on the extent of 7*^ and 8*^ seam 
workings and had instructed the management that fresh plan be prepared in consultation 
with Jayrampur. He explains that his remark "working doubtful” in his report meant that 
barrier was doubtful and on account of which there could be danger to Bagdigi from 
water-logged Jayrampur mine. He further explains that by instructing to prepare fresh 


pterrhi# inlefrtiOR V«»to assess the actual ej^ento^^ He admits that 

he amt not received compKance report of his instruction and adds ewtdewatormgt from 
Jayrampur side was in the process of dew^flitn^ and no fresti^ plae could have been 
possibly prepared till the entire water was removed: He fisHier aAwts that after the 
accident, it was found that workings of 7*^ seam BagcHgi ColWefy had deviated to^^'ard8 
Jayrampur on account of inaccuracy of working plan (Exhibit 1/7). He claims that on 16- 
11-2000 he had withdrawn permission Ibr solid blasting in BagcS^ CoHiery. This was in 
view of earlier accident in Dobari Colliery and not on account of any apprehension from 
Jayrampur Water. He admits that he was aware of the recommendations of 9**’ National 
Safety Conference regarding check survey, but hmi not f^t it urgently necessary for 

Bagdigi Colliery. He further admits that he could not conduct general survey of Bagdigi 

Colliery in the year 2000, due to pressure of wodi. He further claims that after accident 
on 2-2-2001, he had seized all available documents from Bagdigi office. ^ However, 
despite his search he could not found field book and calculation book in the survey office. 
On the next date, i.e. on 3-2-2001 he had requisitioned for producing some iir^sortant 
documents and in response he got some documents on different dates from the 
management ^d reipaining were never given to him. He disclaims as such that fr^h 
joint survey plan could have been prepared promptly even without dew^rif^ 
Jayrampur: He admits nevertheless, that though barrier of Bagdi^ ColHery on three 
sides was mamtainecf at 120 m. thickness, on Jayrampur side, the thidtness of the 
barrier was 20 m. from boundary and that If the barrier-was less than 60 m. from water¬ 
logged workings, the attention of DGMS would have been drawn. He claims that 
thickness of barrier can be measured only on physical survey after dewatering and not 
by a set of bore holes. 

Witness No.55 is Srr S, Adhikari, Director of Mines Safety, whose evidence is also 
identical to that of Deputy Director, Sri P.K.Maheshw3ri, He explains that instructions 
given to the Bagdigr Managerrient after conducting inspection on the GoHiery on 25-09- 
2000 was on the basis of ji^t survt^ pten and he doubts joint survey pl^ of 
Jayranpur. He adds that acaomium Regui^on 126 of the Coal Mines 
Regulation, t957, Bagdigi Colliery had di»rger from Chutkari Jore. He confirms that 
ejdiibit 6 w as the letter issued by DGSI^ to Bagdigi management under Regulation 105 
and that Regulation 127 was inserted thatein by way of.abundant caution. He admits 
that it is necessary for DGMS to get check survey conducted by its surveyors during 
General inspection of the mine, but it is not done owing to shortege of He adds that 
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last general inspection of Bagdigi Colliery was conducted in he year 1999 and no 
violation was found in course of survey at that time. He further adds that he along with 
his deputy, Mr. P.K.Maheshwari and Sri A.K.Rudra, the then Deputy Director General of 
Mines Safety and Deputy Director, Sri Bagchi had inspected Bagdigi Colliery on 1-2- 
2001 but at that time team had not visited its underground workings. He further adds 
that by conventional practice all letters issued by DGMS containing Instructions 
regarding violations are addressed to the Agent and copies thereof are forararded to 
manager, owner and General Manager of the Mine. He admits that 7^ seam working 
plan of Bagdigi Colliery (Exhibit 1/7) was submitted to the DGMS in the context of 
seeking permission of solid blasting, but the said plan was not studied by DGMS official 
for any purpose, other than the purpose of permission for solid blasting. He admits, 
however, that the plan did not show National Grid line or Survey stations and neither 
had he observed any spot levels at the various Junctions. He opined that had the spot 
levels of every junction been shown In the map, deviation in the direction of level 
galleries could have been detected and accident averted. He admits that under 
Regulation 127, the management should stop workings of the mine in case of abnormal 
seepage. 

Witness no. 57 Sri R.L.Arora, who was Director General of Mines Safety at the time of 
accident gives a detailed picture of rescue operations conducted post-accident in Bagdigi 
Colliery. He says that after the mine was dewatered, he went into the mine and saw that 
3^^ level of 7*^ seam of Bagdigi Colliery had joined with 15*^ level of Jayrampur Colliery 
and thickness of barrier between two collieries was only 1.45 m., which was punctured 
by force of over-head water. He had verified the plan of 7*^ seam and found that it 
showed a 70 m. parting of solid rock between 7*^ seam workings of Jayrampur. It is clear 
that there was heavy fault in survey on account of which the gallery development had 
proceeded in a totally wrong direction extending into the barrier. He adds that 30 
persons were trapped inside the mine and out of them only one survived and was 
rescued after six days of the accident. He maintains that responsibility to comply with 
and follow the directions contained in the Mines Act and the Regulations therein is of 
owner. Agent and Manager of the Mine. He further adds that it is the duty of colliery 
management to remove defects pointed out by DGMS officials in course of sample 
inspection of the mine and to inform DGMS about removal of defects, failing which 
workings in the Colliery is to be stopped by the order of the DGMS. He further adds that 
DGMS holds safety weeks for creating safety awareness and organizes safety drive to 
prevent accident and occupational ailments. He further adds that DGMS is unable to 
reduce frequency of inspections to various mines on account of acute shortage of 
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inspectors and that as against the required strength of 970 officers, actual strength is 
only 135 officers. His further evidence is that after the accident DGMS had conducted 
fresh survey of seam of Bagdigi Colliery and Exhibit 1/11 is fresh survey plan. On 


comparing fresh survey plan with earlier plan (Exhibit1/7) it transpired that soon after the 
drift was completed, gallery advanced in vwong direction with deviation of 30^ from the 


original projection plan and hence accident had occurred. In his opinion, if any working 
advances towards any water logged higher level area, there is increase in seepage of 


water depending on various factors, such increase can be measured by fixing V-Notch. 
He explains that deviation may not be detected In course of general inspection because 
deviation had gradually increased upto 30° and detection could not be possible either by 
studying working plan or by underground inspection. It could have been detected only by 
check survey. He had found that size of some of the pillars was small and same was not 
actually shown In the plan and had the officers of the colliery management who regularly 
visit the underground mine instructed for check survey, deviation would have been 
detected. He adds that he had issued general circular that check survey should be 
conducted in every mine and the management of every colliery should submit quarterly 
report of compliance to the headquarters. He recommends that check survey in every 
mine should be compulsorily conducted, quality of surveyors should be improved and 
they should possess Mining and special Engineering Degrees. There should be a post of 
Director (Surveyor) in DGMS. In his opinion, inaccuracy of survey and dangerous 
consequences that follow from It are primarily liability of the surveyor but the owner and 
Agent cannot escape liability. He recommends that Area Safety Officer should also be 
brought under the provision of statutory responsibility. He further adds that if the 
workings had required the necessary deviation, then it should have been done only after 
approval of competent authority and under a fresh projection plan. 


The other witnesses who may be considered in this regard are the officials comprising 
the management of the Bagdigi Colliery. These witnesses are witness No.42 Sri Gopal 
Krishna Hazra, Assistant Manager, Witness No.43, Sri Rajesh Ranjan Srivastava, 
Assistant Manager. Witness No.52 Sri Rajendra Pd. Singh, Colliery Manager, Jayrampur 
Colliery, Witness No.53, Sri Ramshankar Ram, Colliery Engineer, Jayrampur Colliery, 
witness No. 58, Sri Birendra Swaroop Srivastava, General Maanger, Lodna Area and 
Witness No.59, Sri Alok Kumar Sengupta, Agent, Bagdigi Colliery. Witness No.66, Sri 
Krishandra Narayan Singh, Ex-Executive Director, Internal Safety Organisation of BCGL 
(Since July.2001), Witness No. 68 Sri Awatar Kishan, Addl. General Manager, Lodna 
Area of BCCL. Witness No. 69 Sri Ajit Kumar Sahay, Former CMD BCCL. Out of these 
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Evidence of witness No. 42 has already been discussed above. Witness Mo, 43 Sri 
Rajesh Ranjan Srivastava who was Assistant Coiliery Manager, claims that he was 


associated with Bagdigi Colliery since October, 1994 and engaged in second 


shifts ever since commencement of 7*^ seam and looking after safety and production. 
He admits that workings of 3'^^ and 4*^ levels were stopped on 24.01.2001 since they 


had reached Chutkari Jore and that though he had inspected the same on 
23/24.01.2001, he did not find any unusual seepage of water in 3^“ level. He adds that 
there were three pumps functioning in seam in both sections. He. however, does not 
know the reason why SDL machines were shifted from 3'*^ and 4**’ levels in January, 
2001 He maintains that on average about 70-80 tubs of coal were used to be produced 
in each shift. The 7*^ seam projections were in rising direction and the workings were 
advanced accordingly. The 3"^ level rise and level face were shown at right angles in 


plan, though not verify whether actual position c|f the angle was 90° or less. He 
admits that pillars^ between 4^^ and 5*^ level in 7*^ se^m south section was only 30-40 
ft., but the actual rise was not shown in the plan. He maintains that he had seen the 
instructions of the Manager Sri Upadhyay on 01.09.2000 issued to the ACM to ensure 
that 5*^ level south working is continued only after checking with 10 ft. long advance bore 
hole (Exhibit 24). He confirms that Exhibit 25 is the diary maintained by Assistant 
Manager, Sri P.R. Singh in which it was recorded that due to increase in flow of water, 
accumulated water in main dip is not drying even after continuous pumping operation. 


Witness No. 58 Sri Virendra Swaroop Srivastava, General Manager, Lodna Area, gives 
details about the rescue operations made after the accident. He maintains that on 
5.1.2001 he had inspected 7*^ seam of Bagdigi Coiliery and though he had gone till the 
tugger dip of 4*^ level he had not found any unusual rise in the level. He confirms that 
trom the records, he could assess that last:poiitt^7^eeam drift from where deviation 
had commenced was reached by the 1st quarter of 1099. After the accident, he 
m^sactedlhe mine on 5.5.2001 and found that gradients of the last 50-60 m. of 4*^ level 
was higher than the remaining portion of the same level. He suggests that the reason for 
wcreese in mgredients could be due to the change in the seam contour and the 
conespcmdihg ctavwtron in the strike line and adds that such deviation could not be 
perceptible. He further adds that safety weeks were organized between 8.1.2001 to 
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13.1.2001 and in course of that plan of 7*^ seam was inspected under the leadership of 
Sri J.S. Mahal, Area Survey Officer, but they could not detect any fault in 7‘^ seam plan 
(Exhibit 1/7). He did not ascertain as to whether any water danger plan was maintained 
in Bagdigi Colliery. He, nevertheless, admits that errors In the plan cannot be detected 
even by sCTutinizing it on the table, without conducting actual survey verification. 


Witness No. 59, Sri A.K. Sengupta, who was the Agent of Bagdigi Colliery, admits that 
he was initially posted as Manager, Bagdigi Colliery on 9.5.1994 and thereafter he was 
promoted to the post of Agent in the same Colliery on 16.7.1996. Later he was promoted 
to the post of Deputy Chief Mining Engineer on 13.11.2000 though he continued to 
function as Agent of the Colliery. He further adds that even after he was promoted as 
Agent, he had functioned for about ten months both as Manager and Agent of the 
Colliery between 15.7.1996 and 14.5.1997. Sri Upadhyay was initially working as 
Assistant Manager under him. Later, he was promoted as Manager in the same Colliery. 
He claims that as Agent it was his duty to look after over-all development of the mine, 
including planning, production, productivity, safety, cost control and quality of coal, 
stores-materials and spares supply, supply of explosives and safety related materials, 
interacting with outside agendes induding DGMS, Railways, etc. and to attend other 
statutory jobs besides other industrial matters. He confirms that dedslon to start 
seam was taken in the last quarter of 1997, after discussion with the General Manager, 
Sri Kalam and it was dedded that drift be driven between 8*^ and seam. He as Agent 
along with Manager, Sri Upadhyay. Surveyor, Sri Mandal had participated in the 
deliberations. The projection plan of 7*" seam was prepared by them after consultation 
with the then Area Planning Officer, Sri Banerjee and the Chief Mining Engineer, CMPDI, 
Sri Ghosh. The projection plan of 7*^ seam to some extent was prepared on the lines of 
the workings of 8** seam and the data collected from three bore holes. He claims that 
he had not given any instruction to make any deviation. He admits that though'he ifled 
to study the working plan (Exhibit 1/7), but he had never scrutinized it. He denies tte 
allegation that there was regular complaint of increase in seepage of water and smbr 
demonstrations were made before his office by the woil^ers. He adds that outeidedeafiEtt 
had inspected the mine during safety week on 10.1.2001, but no one tmd poe^ad outany 
defect in the working plan (Exhibit 1/7). He admits that the time when projeK^w^itendr 
7*^ seam was prepared, he was aware that water-logged workings of Jayrafnptir CofHofy 
were located at a distance of more than 60 m. from Bagdigi's T**' eeam andihe saim was 
maintained in the projection plan. He admits that \M)rkings of 1**, 2"** 3^ and 4 tovats 
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north section of 7'^ seam were stopped as they had reached near Chutkari Jore, but 
since it was not intended to extend the workings beyond Chutkari Jore, no permission 
from DGMS was needed to be obtained. 


It may be noted here that as reflected in the survey map prepared after accident the 
actual workings had penetrated below the Chutkari Jore and beyond that into the barrier 
with Jayrampur Colliery, He further admits that BagdigI Mine had annexed the property 
of other adjoining mines On several occasions. Though quarterly survey was done 
between July to September, 2000, no separate plotting was done. He denied the 
allegations that Surveyor Sri R.C. Das had told him on 15.1.2001 or any time later about 
any defect in the working plan (Exhibit 1/7). He adds that during the inspection made on 

10.1.2001 he had suspected that companion dip of 7*^ seamlnorth section had entered 
into the railway acquired land and Sri R.C. Das, Surveyor was instructed to check and 
verify the same, but, Sri Das could not undertake the work before 27.1.2001. He admits 
that he could not get the fresh survey completed as required in compliance of the 
violations pointed by Dy. Director of Mines Safety on 25*^ September, 2000. On the 
request of the Manager, Sri Upadhyay and Surveyor Sri R.C. Das, he obtained survey 
machine from south Tisra Colliery and survey work commenced ori the same day with 
the aid of Microptic Djal. He denies that Sri Das had shown him a fresh survey plan on 

31.2.2001 as Sri Upadhyay had shown him any such fresh plan purporting to indicate 
that the 3^^ level south section workings had reached near to the water logged body of 
Jayrampur Colliery. He also denies that Sri Kundu had shown him any fresh plan on 

27.1.2001 and as such there was no occasion for him to, tear off any such plan. He 
admits that no check survey was conducted according fo,.‘the recommendation of the 
Tripartite Safety Committee as because there was no need to conduct any check survey 
in the mine. He explains that in respect of violation given by the DGMS on 25*^ Sept. 
2001, which according to him was concerning doubt raised about the plan of Jayrampur, 
he had given Instructions to the Manager, but was re-assured on the basis of the 
quarterly survey reports. He admits that Agent’s powers and duties are laid down in 
section 18 of the Mines Act and Regulation 8'A of the Coal Mines Regulation as well as 
the Circulars issued by the BCCL. He claims that he used to inspect the underground 
mine Ya days a week . He admits that in 1995, 10*^ and 8*^ seams of Bagdigi Colliery 
were inundated by water of Lodna Colliery. He explains that compliance report of 

15.9.2000 regarding check survey submitted in response to the direction of 11.1.2000, 
could not have been made as because no check survey was done in Bagdigi Colliery. 
Interestingly, he is ignorant as to whether after blasting conducted in the first shift on 

24.1.2001 and while preparing for 2"'* round of blasting water had come out through drill 




hole and. therefore, working was abruptly stqpped. As regards appointment of Sri Da$ 
as the Asstt. Survey Officer, he admits that Sri Das had joined Bagdigi Colliery after 
13.11.2000 and he had forwarded authorization of Sri Das to the DGMS on 25.12.2000. 
He too claims that workings of 3"^ apd 4*' levels were stopped simultaneously as they 
had approached Chutkari Jore. He also claims that after the accident it came to light that 
there was change in the stratum contour and opines that this change could have been 
detected had spot levels been shown in the survey man (Exhibit 1/7). He is not able to 
explain as to why the documents demanded by DGMS officials immediately after the 
accident could not be supplied by him. Interestingly, he maintains that he had not 
observed any change in the size of pillars between 4*^ and 5*^ levels and neither had he 
ever noticed whether the center line was at 90^s angle at the Junction. Referring to 
Exhibit 34/5, which is letter dated 29.12.2000, addressed to the DGMS he says that he 
had reguested vide the said letter to the DGMS to withdraw their order of suspending the 
workings. He claims that even though spot violation given by the DGMS on 16.11.2000 
wera rectified, yet DGMS had imposed prohibition under section 22 A of the Mines Act. 
He admits that working plan (Exhibit 1/7) was updated till 31.12.2000, but the workings 
which had progressed in January, 2001 , were not shown in the plan. He disagrees to 
this suggestion that deviation in the levels made on account of accumulation of water 
resulted in the formation of curve of large radius. He maintains that the level was made 
slightly rising only in order to facilitate the loading of coal, and flow of water. He admits 
that it Is the duty of Manager and Agent to work the mine efficiently according to 
projection plan. He admits, further that after the accident it became apparent that first in 
June, 2000, second in August. 2000 and the third in January, 2001, workings of the 
Bagdigi Colliery had entered into the barrier of the Bagdigi-Jayrampur in three stages 
and that in the first stage i.e. in June, 2000, thickness of barrier was only 4 m. and in the 
second stage, i.e. in August. 2000, the thickness was reduced to 2.4 m. and at the third 
stage thickness was further reduced to 1.5 m. He admits that though he had studied the 
water danger plan (Exhibit 1/6) spot levels and 120 m. barrier line were not indicated In 
the said plan. He also admits that he had instructed Manager Sri Upadhyay through a 
note to inspect the underground fnine during the night shift of 25.1.01 and explains that 
this was on account of emergency since some out-side team was expected to visit the 

mine in the night shift. 

Witness No. 68, Sri Awatar Kishan, Addl. General Manager, Lodna Area, BCCL, daims 
that Bagdigi Colliery was under his charge and that he had conducted inspection of the 
Colliery, since April, 2000. till the date of acddent, on as many as 20/25 occasions, He 
admits that he had seen the working plan of seam (Exhibit 1/7), but had not 
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scaitinized It to verify as to whether there was any error in the plan. He opines that had 
the galleries been advanced according to the projection plan of 7*** seam, the accident 
would never have occurred. He admits that inspections of Bagdigi Colliery made by him 
in December, 2000 and January, 2001 were routine infections only. He further 
admits that as Addl. General Manager, it was part of his duty to assist the General 
Manager. He is aware that on inspections made on 25*^ September, 2000, the officials 
of the DGMS had instructed to get a fresh plan of Bagdigi 7*^ and 8*** seams prepared. 
He expressed ignorance that on 25.1.2001 workings of 3”^ level south face of 7^^ seam 
was stopped under the instruction of the Manager. 


Wltrfe£.s No.56 was R.K.Lal, Director (Technical), B.C.C.b, claims that he was the 
nominated owner of the Bagdigi Colliery. He explained the management structure of the 
B.C.C.L as well as of individual collieries and further claimed that he was also head of 
Internal Safety Organization (l.S.O). He admits that he had visited seam of Bagdigi 
Colliery only once at the time of its commencement and th^ he had not seen Projection 
Plan nor was he ever informed about shortage of surveyors or any defect in survey 
machines of Bagdigi Colliery. He claims that he was a Member of the Tripartite Safety 
Sub-Committee for check survey. The Executive Director (Safety), Shri K.N.Singh had 
submitted a report stating that check survey was completed at Bagdigi Colliery. He 
admits that on comparing the pre-accident plan with the plan prepared after the accident, 
it was apparent that working plan and projection plan of the Bagdigi Colliery 7*^ Seam 
were shown identical though actual workings were not advanced according to projection 
and had deviated considerably. He further asserts that though he received all violations 
from the DGMS in his capacity as nominated owner but he was not informed of any 
violation report of DGMS issued in Sept.2000. He further admits that he had no occasion 
to make any inspection of Bagdigi Colliery and to his knowledge the recommendations 
given by the 9*^ National Safety Conference concerning protection from danger due to 
inundation was followed in Bagdigi Colliery. He claims that though no sample check is 
done to confirm whether Safety instructions are followed during the workings but still 
there is a system whereby and where under Area Safety Officer has to send his weekly 
report to him through the Internal Safety Organisation. He asserts that width of barrier 
can be measured by making advance bore hole. 


except Shri R.L.Arora (Witness No. 57)'wefe«fiBmined on feehaff 
ef ito ^i MiiMiiiypwi ent. In edittMon to these witnesses, the tottowing witowsses were 
exmtn^ers Court Witnesses: 

Witness No. 62 - Shri Jogtnder Raj Dar was examined as an «cpert witness. He is 
Professor In the Indian Sdnool of Mines, Dhanbad in the Dept of ^Aj^Med Geology and 
has experience of workmg iiT the Ifeld of permeability of foundation. According to him 
there is no such rock forimiron, which Is irnpermeable. The^«sl8nt“Of perrneatoility 
however be tow or may be i;o less as to cause no harm and the ^ent of permeability 
can be assessed only after t^tNig rock at the particular site. In his opinion permeability 
of intact coal Is very less ijut It may irroFease on account of deavage, cracks and 
fiMores. He further opines tirat if feere Is ^er-te^fed area on the rise side of the coal 
barrier thenihere would be increase in water seepage with the decrease in the thickness 
of tiie^bai]^. ^ccolation of water can be from the roof or from the floor depending upon 
the rtduf&ofjQcmtactwiththri roof and floor and there is bound to be stow Increase sinPlte 
;pei]QBiafen£ 0 farafervwth fe neductlon of the fliickness of the barrierthough tiie fr^^ 



Witrwss No. B3 - Sri Ananc^ Mohan Is the Head of the dept, of Hydro GeoU^y in tine 
a»pt rrf GMPd|l. He also opines that though coal is considered to 
trnpfermobfedujt tlwre is a Secondary permeability in the coal bed caused by deavsEge, 


movements of water in coat is due to these cracks and ft^res. 


Witness No. 69 - Sri Ajit K jmar Sahay was the Ex-CMD of B.C.C.L till 8^ of-August, 
2000. He claims that sIrKe no fault was detected in the working plan of 7*^ Seam of 
^igdigi Collfepy prior to t>e accident, there was no occasion to suspect or castidoubton 
thecQfWCbwss crfiflTO'pten. day of commencement ofT”* Swim 

in March, 1:^ and till the rfey of workings in 7*^ seam had contint«>u8ly 

progressed twenty four hot rs a ^y and the mine used to be inspected by various 
persons right "flom the Q^arman to :lbe ©ieector (Technical) and jfet no one had 
entertained any suspicion on the workiTi?gs;t!te:oprnes therefore that tiie accident did not 
occur due to any failure of management. He however expresses surprise as to why none 
ofthef^rsorwiei could (fetect the devfetionrdfS**'OTd 6*^ levels up to 35°. 
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CHAPTER-V 

/ 

RELEVANT STATUTES 

a. PLANS AND SECTIONS: 

Regulation 58(3) lays down that the plans and sections required by the regulations shall 
be accurate and maintained corrected up-to-date which is not earlier than three months. 

Regulation 59(1) (b) lays down that the owner, agent or manager of every mine snail 
keep an underground plan showing- 

(i) The position of workings of the mine belowground. 

(ii) Every bore-hole and shaft with depth, incline opening, cross measure drift, 
goaf, fire stoppings or seal, water dam (with dimensions and other 
particulars of construction), pump station and haulage roadway. 

(iii) Every important surface feature within the boundaries, such as railway, 
road, river, stream, water course, tank, reservoir, open cast working and 
building which is within 200 m. of any part of the workings measures on the 
horizontal plane; 

(iv) The general direction and rate of dip of the strata 

(v) Such sections of the seam as may be necessary to show any substantial 
variation in the thickness or character thereof and showing the working 
section, and such section of the strata sunk or driven through in the mine or 
proved by bore-hole as may be available. 

(vi) The position of every roll, wash out, dyke and every fault with the amount 
and direction of its throw, and 

(vii) An abstract of all statutory restrictions in respect of any specified working 
with a reference to the order imposing the same. 

Whenever this plan is brought up-to-date, the then position of the working shall be shown 
by a dotted line drawn through the ends of the workings and such dotted line shall be 
marked with the date of last survey. 

Regulation 59 (3) (a): The plans maintained under clause (b) of sub-regulation (1) shall 
also show surface contour lines drawn at vertical intercals not exceeding five metres. 




Regulation 59 (3) (b) :The plans maintained under Clause (b) of sub-regulation (1) shall 
also spot levels on the floor of the workings 

(i) along haulage roadway, at every roadway junction, except in roadways where 
tramming is done by manual means where the spot levels may be shown at points 
not more than 150 meters apart; and 

(ii) in the case of heading which have been discontinued either temporarily or 
permanently, also at the end of such headings. 

Where two drifts in stone or two galleries in coal pass over one another this shall 
be clearly indicated on the plans, with appropriate noting, if necessary. 

Regulation 59 (4) (a)(l) : The plans kept under clause (a) and (b) of sub-regulation (1) 
shall also show the settled boundary of the mine, or where the boundary is in dispute, the 
boundaries claimed by the owner of the mine and by the owners of the mine adjacent to 
the disputed boundary: 

Provided that where it is not possible to show the complete boundary of leasehold on the 
same plan, an additional key plan on any other suitable scale showing such boundaries 
and the outline of the workings shall also be maintained. 

Regulation59 (4) (a) (ii): The plans required to be kept under clause (b) of sub-regulation 
(1) shall also show the workings, and all features as prescribed in that clause, both 
above and belowground of all adjacent mines as are situated within 60 meters, 
measured on any plane of the boundary claimed by the owners of the mines. 

Regulation 59 (4) (b): The owner, agent and manager of every mine shall [as soon as its 
vrorkings extend to within 60 metres of the settled boundary with an adjacent mine (or 
where the boundary Is in dispute within 60 meters of the boundary claimed by the owner 
of the adjacent mine) inform the owner, agent of manager of such mine of the face of 
such extension and shall also] give all reasonable facilities to the surveyors of its 
adjacent mines to carry out the surveys and levellings required to be made under this 
sub-regulation. 

Regulation 64(4); specifies that if the surveyor fails or omits to show any part of the 
workings or allows the plans and sections to be inaccurate, he shall be guilty of a breach 
of these regulations. Nothing in the sub-regulation shall however, exempt the Owner, 
Agent and Manager of their responsibility to ensure that every plan or section prepared. 
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kept or submitted under these regulations or by any order macte there underJ&..cotrect 
arffibmaintalned;up_to date as required there under. 

tr. PRECAUTIONS AGAINST INUNDATION: 

Regulation 127 of the Coal Mines Regulations, 1957 lays elaborate 
measures in respect of danger from underground inundation. 

Regulation 127(1) provides that proper provision shall be made in every mine to prevent 
irruption of water or other liquid matter or any material that is likely to flow when wet from 
the workings of the same mine or of an adjoining mine and to prevent accident while 
drilling bore hole for probe or release of a body of water or other liquid matter. 

Regulation 127 (2): Where work is being done in ; 

(a) (i) any seam or section below another seam or section; or 

(ii) any place in a seam or section, which is at a lower level than any other place in 
a lowor^TSBaror or section; or 

(iii) any place in a seam approaching a fault through an upper seam or section 
whic^ contains or may contain an accumulation of water or other liquid matter or 
any material that is likely to flow when wet; or 

(b.);any water bearing strata, 

all useful information Including the position, extent and depth of the above 
mentioned features shall be acquired and kept recorded and a scheme of working 
designed to prevent irruption of water or other liquid matter or any material which 
flows when wet shall be prepared and put into operation. 

Regulation 127(5) provides that whenever seepage of water, which is not normal 
to the seam, is noticed at any place in any working, or if there be any such 
suspicion or dorubt, such working st^tti imniiariMirty the Chief 

In^SEBctor and the Regional Inspector shallforthwith be informed of suc^ seepage 
such working shall not be extended further exc^ with the prior permission in 

writing of the Chief Inspector and subject to such conditions as he mav SDecifv 
therein. j 
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C. Duties And Responsibilities: 

Section 17 of the Mines Act, 1952 provides: 

(i) Save as may be otherwise prescribed, every mine shall be under a sole manager 
who shall have the prescribed qualifications and the owner or agent of every mine 
shall appoint a person having such qualifications to be the manager. Provided that 
the owner or agent may appoint himself as manager if he possessed the 
prescribed qualifications. 

(li) Subject to any instructions given to him by or on behalf of the owner or agent of 
the mine the manager shall be responsible for the overall management, confrol, 
supervision and direction of the mine and all such instruction when givwv by the 
owner or agent shall be confirmed in writing forthwith. 

(ili) Except in case of an emergency, the owner or agent of a mine or anyone on his 
behalf shall not give, otherwise than through the manager, instructions affecting* 
the fulfillment of his statutory duties, to a person employed in a mine, who is 
responsible to the manager. 

Sub-section 18(4) provides that subject to the provisions of sub-section(l) ,(2) and (3) 
the owner, agent and manager of every mine shall each be responsible to see that 
operations carried on in connection with the mine are conducted in accordance with tber 
provisions of this Act and of the regulations, rules, bye-laws and orders made there; 

under. 

Section 18(5) of the Mines Act,1952: In the event of any contravention by any persoir 
whosoever of the provisions of this Act or of the regulations, rules, bye 
made thereunder except those which specifically require any person to 
thing or prohibit any person from doing an act or thing, besides the pereon wlro 
contravenes, each of the following person shall also be deemed to be guilty of'susb 
contravention unless he proves that he had used due diligence to ^cure^coa^dUiiwr 
with the provisions and provisions and had taken reasonably means tajpfieww^sartr 
contravention:- 

(i) the official or officials appointed to perform duties of eupervisi«T:in"fW^ 
the provisions contravened: 




% 


THE GAZbTlK (y INDIA: EXTRACXtDINARY IBmitII—Sec. 3{n)l 

(ii) the manager of the mine; 

(iii) the owner and agent of the mine; 

(iv) the person appointed, if any, to carry out the responsibility under sub- 
section(2), 

Provided that any of the persons aforesaid may not be proceeded against if it appears on 
enquiry and investigation, that he is not Prima facie liable 

Section 18(6) Of the Mines Act, 1952: it shall not be a defence in any proceedings; 
brought against the owner or agent of a mine under this section that the manager and 
other officials have been appointed in accordance with the provisions of this Act or that a 
persons to carry the responsibility under sub-section (2) has been appointed.]. 

CMR 49 : Duties and responsibilities of surveyors- (1) The surveyor shall: 

(a) make such accurate surveys and levellings, and prepare such plans and sections 
and tracings thereof, as the manager may direct or as may be required by the Act 
or by the Regulations or orders made thereunder, and shall sign the plans, 
sections and tracing and date his signature, and 

(b) be responsible for the accuracy of any plan and section, or tracing thereof that has 
been prepared and signed by him. 

(2) The surveyor shall record in a bound-paged book kept for the purpose: 

(a) the full facts when workings of the mine have approached to about 75 metres 
from the mine boundary or from disused or waterlogged workings; 

(b) any doubts which may exist concerning the accuracy of the plans and sections 
prepared under these regulations, and 

(c) any other matter relating to the preparation of the plans and sections that he may 

like to bring to the notice of the manager. 


Every entry in the book shall be signed and dated by the surveyor and countersigned 
and dated by the manager. 
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Provided that where in any mine two or more surveyors are employed, each of the 
surveyors shall make the entries aforesaid in respect of the workings in his jurisdiction or 
of the plan and sections in his charge. 

(3) Nothing In sub-regulation (2) shall absolve the owner, agent or manager of 
responsibility under the Act and under these regulations or orders made thereunder. 

CMR 62 : Survey instruments and materials; The owner or agent shall provide accurate 
and reliable survey instruments and materials for the proper carrying out of all survey 
and leveling work and for the preparation of the plans and sections required under these 
regulations; and no other Instruments shall be used in connection with any such survey 
or leveling work. 

CMR 64 : Preparation of Plans by surveyors - (1) Every plan and section, and tracing 
thereof, prepared under these regulations shall be prepared by or under the personal 
supervision of the surveyor. 

(2) Every plan or section, or any part thereof, prepared by or under the supervision of a 
surveyor shall carry thereon a certificate by him to the effect that the plan or section or 
part thereof is correct; and shall be signed and dated by the surveyor and countersigned 
and dated by the manager on every occasion that the plan or section is brought up-to- 
date. 

(3) Every tracing of plan or section or of any part thereof shall bear a reference to the 
original plan or section from which it was copied and shall be certified thereon by the 
surveyor to be a true copy of the original plan or section. The certificate shall be signed 
and dated by him. 

(4) If the surveyor falls or omits to show any part of the workings or allows the plans or 
sections to be inaccurate, he shall be guilty of a preach of these regulations. Nothing in 
this sub-regulation shall, however, exempt theowner, agent and manager of their 
responsibility to ensure that every plan or section prepared, kept or submitted under 
these rogulations or by any order made thereunder is correct and maintained up-to-date 
as required thereunder 

* The types of surveys and levellings that should be personally carried out by the 
surveyor have been specified in DGMS circular 28 of 1966. 
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CHAPTER -VI 

CAUSES AND CIRCUMSTANCES THAT LEO TO ACCIDENT 

On appraisal of evidences, following facts transpire - decision to commence 7*" seam 
workings was taken by management in 3rd quarter of 1997 after deliberation made by 
n Chief General Manager, Sri A. Kalam, Agent Sri A.K.Sengupta, Manager Sri 
A.K.Upadhyay and Surveyor Shri Mandal, Projection plan was prepared after 
consultation with n Project Officer Sri Banerjee as well as n Chjief Mining Engineer, 
CMPDl, Sri Ghosh. 


As per evidence of Sri A.K.Sengupta, Witness no.59 projection plan of 7**’ seam was 
prepared somewhat similar to working plan of seam no.8. After drivage of two separate 
drifts from seam no. 8. 4th level was opened in April. 1999 and development of mine 

commence thereafter. This was followed by opening of S"* aride*" levels and later. 3 '“. 
2”' and I” levels. On studying projection plan (Exhibit1/10) as well as survey plan 
prepared after accident (Exhibit 1/10). it is observed that I** level had progressed up to 
6* dip. The workings of 2"“ level had progressed little beyond e*" dip. The workings of 
3"* levei had extended beyond 7^ dip and ultimately joined S*" ievei of the old workings 
of Jayiampur water logged workings. It is further observed that as per originai projection 
plan, workings of these ieveis of T* seam were supposed to be stopped within 7“’ dip¬ 
rise junction, weii within the boundary before Chutkari Jore and barrier between the oid 
workings of Jayrampur Coiiiery and T*" seam of Bagdigi coiiiery was to be maintained at 
a distance of not less than 78 m. Survey map prepared after accident (Exhibit1/10) 
indicates on the contrary that workings of 4*’ Ievei after extending till 1** pillar had 
undergone a deviation of about 10 degree which graduaily stretched up to about 35 
degree The 3"*. 2"'’ and 1“ levels also appear to have undergone similar amount of 
deviation and as a result, the workings had proceeded in a totaily different direction than 
what was expected as per the original projection plan. This eventually led workings to 

be extended across Chutkari Jore and mine boundary towards water iogged Jayrampur 

colliery completely eating away the barrier between the two collieries. The workings of 
3 " level in particular was dangerously extended ultimately reducing the barrier to hardly 
1.5 m. thickness between 3"' south ievei of T*" seam of Bagdigi Colliery and water 
logged 15'" level of Jayrampur Colliery. It was at this point, the pressure head of 


stagnant water of Jayrampur colliery, was sufficient enough to puncture the thin barrier 
through which stagnant water of Jayrampur colliery rushed into 7*' seam of Bagdigi 
colliery with great force causing inundation. 
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The evidence disclose that at time of accident there was over 16 million gallons of 
accumulated water, which was sufficient to inundate the entire 7^^ seam of Bagdigi 
Colliery. The preceding circumstances had gradually led to a situation where sooner or 
later the accident was inevitable. Evidences on record disclose that development of 
south level, dip and rise faces was suspended from 24.1,2001. It is also revealed from 
evidence that solid blasting had continued to be done in 5^^ level in the usual manner 
up to the day of accident The consequential vibrations appear to have had their effect 
on thin marginal barrier at 3 ^^ level adding to the overhead pressure of water and 
overlying strata resulting in the collapse of barrier. 

(i) The above facts being the factors and circumstances, which caused the a.cciuufit, 
the question which now arises for consideration, is whether the accident could have 

been avoided. 

yi-i 0 evidences amply disclose that there were several indications and signals giving 
warning against the impending danger, but none of the signals or warnings were 
heeded to. As mentioned above, the first point from where the danger had crept in was 
the point from where deviation in workings of level commenced. This deviation was 
not detected at the stage of commencement and had continued to remain un-detected all 
along. This, despite the fact that entire team of officials including Surveyors, Asstt. 
managers and agent claim that the survey maps were being regularly prepared and 
signed by surveyor and counter- signed by the manager. 

The second occasion when such warning signals were indicated was when the workers 
began to protest against the inconveniences suffered by them due to increase in 
se 0 page and accumulation of water in the seam. The evidence indicate that there might 
have been gradual increase in the seepage of water specially near about the date of 
accident. 

A controversy was raised by the management claiming that there was no abnormal 
seepage of water in any of the levels particularly 1*^, 2^'^ and 3'^'* levels and that, In fact, 
there could not have been any abnormal seepage since normal coal is impermeable. For 
proper understanding of this issue, reference to the position of 7*^ seam may be made. 
The 7‘^ seam being- the lower most seam, percolation of water in the seam from over* 
lying strata was naturally higher and it is not un-common that there must have been 
natural dripping of water from the roof. The question Is whether there was any abnormal 
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seepage of water emanating from 2"*^ or 3^*^ south level faces In the last stages. It may 
be noted that, as admitted by the management in the evidence led on its behalf, 
workings of 3'"^ level south face was stopped on 24.1.2001 on ground that it had come 
under Chutkarl Jore. 


The witnesses examined on behalf of various Labour Unions, however, are emphatic that 
seepage of watercontrnued to increase with advancement of the faces. It has now been 
confirmed that workings of all the levels and in particular, 3^** south level face were 
advancing towards the old Jayrampur workings and 3^*^ level had reached the point 
where the barrier between Bagdigi Colliery and Jayrampur Colliery was hardly 1.45 m. 
True it is, that as per the expert opinion, the permeability of normal coal seam is 
extremely low and this is why coal is considered virtually non-permeable. However, the 
expert opinion does also admit that if cracks and fissures develop in the coal due to 
various reasons like strata pressure or blasting vibrations, secondary permeability 
develops and coal can no longer be considered to be impermeable. The law governing 
flow of water through coal or rock suggests that amount of water flowing out depends on 
pressure head of water, permeability of rock/coal and the distance to be travelled. 
Assuming head of water and permeability to remain constant, amount of water seeping 
through the coal face should increase as length to be travelled deaeases on account of 
decrease in thickness of the barrier. When secondary permeability develops due to 
cracks, fissures and planes of weakness, the inaease is invariably substantial. Thus, 
there could be possibility that inaease in seepage In water may not have been detected 
due to meagre flow of water through the barrier as long as thickness of barrier between 
the present workings and the water logged workings of Jayrampur Colliery was 
substantial. But as the workings of 3^^ south level face were extended rendering the 
barrier to become thinner and thinner upto 1.45 m,.the secondary permeability was 
bound to develop due to cracks invariably formed on account of strata pressure acting 
from above coupled with the impact of vibrations caused by the continuous solid 
blasting. It can, therefore, be safely concluded that in 2"*^ and 3^*^ level south faces, there 
was abnormal increase in seepage of water and this was the reason why the workings 
in these levels were stopped by the management on 24.1.02. 

The explanation given by and on behalf of the management that workings were stopped 
on account of its going below Chutkari Jore does not appear to be convincing. Even 
otherwise as per original projection plan the working faces of 1®*’ 2"^ and 3'^* south 
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levels were never expected to go below Chutkari Jore, If the galleries were driven in 

correct direction: The increase in seepage of water, therefore, was a glaring signal and a 
warning to enforce prompt preventive measures as per the provisions of Coal Mines 
Regulation 127. The plea of the management that had there been any abnormal 
increase in the seepage of water there would have been a greater accumulation of water 
creating additional pumping load and the installed pumps would not have handled 
increased flow of water is also not convincing enough. Admittedly, the installed pumping 
capacity was such that only three to four hours of pumping per shift was sufficient to 
clear the water This admitted capacity was apparently adequate to handle extra flow of 
water also. It may be noted here that abnormal seepage was in two or three faces in 
south section. The percentage contribution of this extra seepage to the total quantity of 
water coming to the sumps may be, therefore, only marginal and the pumps would 
easily deal with the extra flow of water as they had adequate spare capacity. 

The management has taken a plea that abnormal seepage, if any, could not have been 
detected by visual examination since the increase in seepage, if any. was very gradual. 
This plea is also not convincing enough. When the management had found a definite 
signal that there was likelihood of deviation in direction of workings towards Chutkari 
Jore. it was a warning also to suspect that deviation was not only towards Chutkari Jore. 
but beyond the Chutkari Jore towards the water^toffied ¥®ikjn^ of Jayrampur Colliery. 
The increase in seepage of water could twve sbaen ^measumd % of a V- 

Notch, as rightly suggested by Sri R.L. Arora (Wttiwssl^o 57). 

The fact that the workings were doubtful was also observed by 'Wimess no. 55 Sri 
S.Adhikari, Director Mines Safety who had Inspected Bagdigi Colliery on 25*'' 
September, 2000. The report of inspection as recorded by Sri AdhHcari and his deputy, 
namely, Sri P. K. Maheshwari, Witness No.54 clearly indicates that barrier (between 
Bagdigi and Jayrampur Collieries) was doubtful. Shri Adhikarl In his deposition has tried 
to explain that he had suspected that barrier as shown In the survey map appertaining 
to Jayrampur Colliery may not be correct and he had, therefore, instructed the 
management of Bagdigi Colliery to conduct fresh survey and prepare a fresh plan in 
consultation with the management of Jayrampur Colliery. Evidence confirmed that 
neither any consultation was made with the management of Jayrampur Colliery nor was 
any fresh survey conducted or fresh plan ever prepared by management of Bagdigi 
Colliery, for whatever reasons assigned by the management. 
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Further, signals more conspicuous in character had also manifested In course of the 
development of various levels. 2^'^ and pillars between 4*^ south and 5*^ south levels 
are very small as compared to the original stipulated size of 40 m x40 m. The deviation 
in size was so conspicuous S;. to be easily detected by visual examination even by 
trav/eling along the workings. Liko wise, 1"^ and pillars between 5*^ south level and 6^^ 
south level are apparently so big that it could not have escaped the attention. The 
variation in size not shown on the plan sufficiently indicated that there was apparent error 
in the working plan. Yet again deviation in the direction of 4*^ level after going along a 
distance of one pillar from the drift would be obvious to any person standing on the drift- 
4^*^' level intersection. This was, in fact, seen during my underground inspection of seam 
on 10.2.2002. The deviation was so glaring that it could never have gone un-noticed 
even without aid of any surx'eying instrument, it was checked with the help of cap-lamps 
and it was found that light could not be visible after a person carrying lamp had travelled 
beyond a distance of one pillar from the drift- 4'" level junction. It was also observed that 
opening of S**" level was at an angle of approximately 90 degrees from the drift, whereas 
according to original projection plan, the angle should have been about 130 degrees. 

Another important signal, which could not have escaped attention, was that even without 
the aid of survey instruments it was apparently visible that there was a significant rising 
trend in the levels, which was a definite indication that the direction of levels had 
changed. 

Yet another important aspect, which appears from the evidence, is that solid blasting was 
stopped by DGMS in the VIi seam by imposing section 22 of the Mines Act from 
16.11.2000 to 10.1,2001, As ail the production of Vll seam comes by solid blasting, the 
production from 7^^ seam should have been nil during this period because no face could 
be worked and advanced. However, U ie workings were never stopped and continued on 
verba! compliance of order of DGMS as stated by the agent. This has been denied by 
DGMS officers. The production records of Bagdigi Colliery also show that production 
continued unabated from 7*'' searn, Explosive Issue Register shows issue of explosives, 
the implications of not stopping of .vorkmgs during the above period so far as this 
accident is concerned are as follows. If the workings were stopped, the faces would not 
have advanced and the barner oeivveen the south section working faces and the water-- 
logged workings on 2.2.2001 wouid stili have been substantial. However, this accident 
woula have been only delayed if hie workings were continued to progress later on in the 
same direction as earlier. Fju- 'hiS delay might have provided just the sufficient time to 
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Sri R.C. Das to complete his fresh survey started on 27.1.2001 and plot the results which 
would have indicated the gross thinning of barrier and might have saved the mine if the 
workings were stopped in time. The above undisputed facts and circumstances have 
been acknowledged by the management as well as by the representatives of various 
Unions. 


Before dealing with the issue further, it appears relevant to discuss in brief the 
substances of various affidavits filed by parties on the basis of which evidences have 
been led by them respectively. On perusal of affidavits it is observed that most of the 
parties have divided themselves into two distinct camps; one camp, which is pro¬ 
management. and the other which is anti-management, represented by the various 
Trade Unions. 

The controversies, which appears in the affidavits and the corresponding evidence, 
relate primarily to the attempt by Trade Unions to impose blames on the management 
and, on the other hand, attempt of management to shift the blames. However, the point 
of convergence where both the camps agree is that there has been a serious error and 
fault in the preparation and maintenance of the working plans and this error was the root 
cause for deviation in the direction of workings and the resultant accident. The affidavits 
and evidence adduced by surveyors, both individually and collectively through their 
Association indicate that strenuous efforts have been made to convince that the working 
plans were prepared to the best of their abilities and according to the prescribed 
procedures periodically and that the error in the plans could not be detected inspite of 
their diligence. An attempt was also made to convince that the error was detected well in 
advance by Sri R.C. Das, Surveyor, at least three months prior to the date of the 
accident and he had expressed his suspicion regarding the correctness of directions of 
the workings to the manager and the agent of Colliery. The representatives of 
management including the agent Sri A.K. Sengupta, on the other hand, have asserted 
that none of the surveyors had ever brought any defect in the workings to his notice, nor 
was there any occasion for him to suspect the genuineness of the working plans. 
Nevertheless, inspite of their assertions and denials, both the surveyors and officials of 
the management do agree that the survey maps and particularly the working plans were 
grossly faulty and the same did not give proper guidance in the development of the 


mines. 
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CHAPTER - VH 


CONCLUSIONS 

On studying the working plan, admittedly prepared by the surveyors, Sri R.N. Kundu and 
Sri R.C. Das, there appear glaring defects and infirmities. To mention a few, working 
plans do not indicate any spot levels at all. The sizes of the pillars in the galleries of 4th 
and 5*^ levels are also not truthfully depicted. The above defects are not only glaring, but 
also conspicuous and should have been observed even by a cursory glance at the 
working plans. It is intriguing as to how these defects had escaped the notice and 
attention of not only the surveyors themselves, but also the manager and the agent of 
the coilf^ry, as well as the team of officials, who claim to have conducted check survey 
of the colliery. 

It is apparent from the above that the working plans were never prepared by conducting 
actual survey. Rather, the positions of the levels, dips and rises were simply marked on 
the approved projection plan on the presumption that the actual workings do correspond 
with the original projection plan. The underground working plan (Exhibit 1/7) seems to 
have been prepared In this manner and further extension of workings were also similarly 
ploted on the projection line already marked. The surveyors, Sri R.N.Kundu and Sri 
R.C.Das have tried to explain that the error in survey and preparation of corresponding 
working plans had occurred on account of faulty survey instruments. No doubt, it has 
come in evidence even from the admission of Area Survey Officer, Sri J.S. Mahal 
Witness No. 44 that the survey instruments including Microptic dial, Miners dial, 
Theodolite and Dumpy Level used to be repaired from time to time. This plea of 
surveyors does not appear convincing enough as because the de\^ation in workings was 
apparent even with naked eye without any assistance of any survey instruments at all. 
The variation in the size of pillars was more than conspicuous. The surveyors have not 
explained as to why the essential requirements including the spot levels, base line 
connecting the National Grid as well as the distorted sizes of the pillars have not been 

■S 

correctly shown In the working plan at all. In fact, defective instruments, cannot give the 
closing error within permissible limits and plans cannot be prepared without manipulating 
the data. The area Survey Officer, namely, Sri Mahal has tried to explain that there 
could be possibility of workings being started after survey from a wrong point without 
making prior co-relation from the surface to the underground base line and this may have 
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been the cause of the accident. This explanation again begs the same question as to 
why and how were errors in the working plans made and why were the same not 
detected and rectified at any point of time. It further appears that though the officials of 
the management as well as the surveyors were fully aware of the fact that at a distance 
of less than hardly 78m due east there existed a water logged old workings of 
Jayrampur Colliery, yet none of them were conscious enough to ensure that the 
statutory provisions relating to safety and prevention from inundation should la 
meticulously observed. Need to make a joint survey of Bagdigi and Jayrampur Collieries 
was never felt by management and even after being prompted to do so, no sincere effort 
was made to get the joint survey conducted. A vain attempt appears to have been made 
by the management to explain that the joint survey could not possibly be conducted 
without first'dewatering the Jayrampur Colliery. This explanation again does not appear 
to be convincing. It may be recalled that Sri Swapan Adhikari, Director of Mines Safety, 
Witness No. 55 during his inspection of the colliery had specifically stated in his report of 
inspection that he had felt barrier between Bagdigi and Jayrampur Collieries to be 
doubtful. He has stated in his deposition that he had felt workings of Bagdigi Colliery to 
be doubtful. He had however instructed agent of Bagdigi Colliery to prepare a fresh plan 
after consultation with the management of Jayrampur Colliery.The above suspicions 
were reason enough for the Agent and the concerned officials of Bagdigi Colliery 
management to be alerted and to take proper action for preparation of fresh plan after 
conducting a fresh survey in consultation with the management of Jayrampur Colliery. In 
the least, the agent and concerned officials of Bagdigi Colliery ought to have taken 
immediate steps for check survey within its own Colliery, but strangely enough the 
urgency was never felt by them. A feeble attempt to conduct a check survey appears to 
have been made for the 1** time on 27.1.2000, but necessary diligence and sincerity 
appears to be conspicuously lacking. The above conduct of the concerned officials 
indicate that they were either totally oblivious of the impending danger or had allowed 
themselves to remain complacent on the basis of their presumption that the distance of 
78m of the workings of their colliery from the adjoining water-logged workings of 
Jayrampur Colliery was constantly maintained. The reason for such complacence on the 
part of the officials and their obvious indifference towards the need to ensure the 
essential protective and safety measures aswhttieir willful neglect to conduct even the 
check survey appears to be owing to tNe tet that the workings were easily yielding 
abundant coal. This was perhaps the main motive for ejdending the workings at such 
vigorous speed which is reflected from the quantum of production made during that 

period. 
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The above facts and circumstances clearly indicate that the accident was avoidable and 
could have been averted had proper care and diligence been shown by the concerned 
officials in course of development of the seam. This leads to the issue as to who should 
be blamed and on whom responsibility should be fixed for the accident. 

CH AFTER-Vlll 


RESPONSIBILITIES 

From the discussions made in the preceding Chapter it is apparent that primary reason 
for the accident which had eventually occurred, was deviation in the direction of the 
workings commencing from 4“^ level south face and the corresponding deviation in the 
workings of the and levels south faces. The obvious reason for such deviation 

was the incorrect working plans, which did not reflect the actual position of workings. It 
appears that centre lines for extending the projection of workings in various levels were 
not marked by surveyors and it was allowed to be marked by overman and mining 
Sirdars, even at times without supervision of the surveyors. It also appears from the 
evidence that working plans used, were merely traced and that too not by any of the 
surveyors, but by a Mining Sirdars, namely, Swapan Kumar Sengupta (Witness No. 39). 
The surveyor was duty bound to maintain proper correct plan and section and prepare 
the survey map after conducting actual survey. None of the surveyors had ever bothered 
to conduct proper survey. Furthermore, it was incumbent upon the surveyor to prepare 
and maintain a joint survey plan iri respect of Bagdigi Colliery with the adjoining mines 
based on actual joint survey which they have not done. Likewise, despite their 
knowledge that the adjoining water logged body of Jayrampur Colliery was within the 
caution zone of 120 m, they had failed to prepare proper water danger plan after proper 
survey, ignoring thereby the directives contained in circular No. 1 of 1976 issued by the 
DGMS. They had further ignored the recommendations of the Safety Conferences as 
well as corresponding recommendations issued by the DGMS by not conducting check 
survey particularly in view of the fact that old water-logged workings of seam of 
Jayrampur Colliery was just beyond 60 fn only. It is apparent, therefore, that the 
surveyors, both Sri R.N.Kundu and his assistant Sri H.C.Kuswaha who were inducted in 
the colliery ever since commencement of the 7“^ seam and Sri R.C. Das who had joined 
in November, 2000, had grossly failed to perform their duties even though the duties and 
responsibilities of Sri Kuswaha was only to assist the principal surveyors. They had not 
only prepared and maintained faulty working plans without conducting proper survey but 
had also misled all concerned that workings were being developed strictly in accordance 
with the original projection plan. 
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The plea of the above mentioned surveyors that though at a late stage they had detected 
fault in the wordings and had alerted the Manager and the Agent requesting them to take 
proper corrective measures, does not appeal to reason. Had any one of them been 
sincere and serious about the possible fault in the workings, it was a normal expectation 
from them that they would stamp their foot in disagreement with the Agent and Manager. 
Their plea that they had to yield to the dictates and pressures of the Agent and to remain 
passive spectators even after entertaining the suspicion about the possible danger 

cannot be accepted as a genuine defence. 

Therefore the above named three surveyors cannot escape the primary responsibility for 
having grossly failed to perform their duties and for their misconduct in having violated 
the statutory provisions of law, relating to preparation and maintenance of plans and 
sections These surveyors have apparently violated the provisions of Regulations 49, 
58(3) and 64(4) of the Coal Mines Regulations,1957. These surveyors have also violated 
the circular issued by DGMS by failing to prepare and maintain proper water danger plan 
knowing fully well that there was constant danger of inundation from water-logged body 
of Jayrampur colliery which even according to original projection plan was at a distance 
of hardly 78m. i.e. much below the statutory caution-line of 120m. 

Besides the surveyors, the other persons who cannot escape liability are the Manager, 
late Sri A.K.Upadhyaya, Assitant Manager, late Sri P.R.Singh, Agent Sri A.K.Sengupta. 
Asst. Manager, Sri R.R. Srivastava, Asst. Manager Sri G.K.Hazra and Safety Officer, Sn 

A.D. Tiwary. 

The Manager and the assistant Managers were primarily entrusted with the duty of the 
management of the colliery and the development of the seam no. 7 of the colliery. 
Considering the fact that it was well within the knowledge of all concerhed that barner 
between water logged body of adjoining Jayrampur Colliery and Bagdigi Colliery was 
hardly 78 m.. It was the duty of the Manager and the Agent to ensure that direction of 
various levels of the workings of 7'^ seam are developed strictly according to original 
projection plan and every precaution as laid down under the Regulations are taken in 
view of possible danger of inundation. The management was aware that on earlier 
occasions, workings of Bagdigi Coiliery had crossed,the barriers between Bagdigi and 
jeaigora and the barrier between Bagdigi and Lodna collieries. Utmost care, therefore. 
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should have been taken not only In conducting con'ect survey and preparation of correct 
mining plan, but also in the matter of drivage of workings. 


The Manager, Asst. Manager and the Agent were under the statutory obligations umter 
sections 17 and 18 of the Mines act to ensure that the Rules under Regulation 58 are 
strictly observed. The owner. Agent and the Manager of every mine under section 18 of 
the Mines act 1952, shall each be responsible to see that all operations carried on in 
connection with the mine are conducted in accordance with the provisions of the Mines 
Act 1952, and the Rules, Regulations, Bye-laws and Orders made thereunder. The 
Manager Sri Upadhyay and the Asst. Manager Sri P.R.Singh have already paid the price 
for their lapses by sacrificing their lives. 

On going through the deposition of Sri A.K.Sengupta (P.W. 59) who was the Agent of the 
mine, it appears that he has made all out efforts to shift his responsibility and tried to put 
the blame squarely on the shoulders of the surveyors and the then Manager. His 
answers to specific questions relating to the suggestions that he had always played a 
dominant role in the development of 7**’ seam right from date of its commencement and 
to the allegation that he had always kept the manager, Asst. Manager and the Surveyors 
constantly sub-dued under his thumb, appears to be evasive. The evidences 
nevertheless indicate that he was the main guiding force directing the management of 
the colliery and its workings. He had forced to continue the workings of the mine even in 
the face of loud protests from the workers regarding abnormal seepage of water. He had 
shown scant regard to the violations pointed out by the DGMS officials by his failure to 
conduct fresh survey. He had never bothered to study the working plans and had not 
taken proper precautionary measures and never bothered td^ make a check survey. All 
these clearly indicate that he had failed in carrying out his responsibilities as laid down 
under section 18 of the Mines Act, 1952. His plea that the responsibility of the workings 
of the mine was exclusively on the manager, latfe Sri Upadhyay appear to be totally mis- 
ccrceived. The Agent Sri A.K.Sengupta is, therefore, held responsible for having allowed 
the operations to be carried on in connection with the mine in gross violation of the 
statutory prowsions of law as aforesaid. 

The above findings fixing responsibilities on individual persons would not be complete 
without referring to the lapses and shortcomings on the part of two officials of the 
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Directorate General of Mines Safety (DGMS for short), namely. Sri P.K.MaheshwaA, 
Deputy Director, Mines Safety and Sri Sapan Adhikari, Director.Mlnes Safety. 

The DGMS Is an organization constituted by the Government of India for the purpose of 
implementing laws relating to mines safety in Indian Mines. The assigned role of DGMS 
Is, therefore, of extreme importance as a Watch Dog to ensure that safety measures are 
strictly implemented In the various mines of the country. 

Many comments and criticism were levelled by the representatives of various Trade 
Unions In course of the enquiry proceedings against the role played by the DG^^•in1he 
case of Bagdigi Colliery.l need not dwell upon the criticism and comments, but would 
prefer to mention about the observations perceived from the evidences on record, which 
suggest that the DGMS has failed to perform its duties and functions conceffiing 
enforcement of laws and rules relating to mines safety in Bagdigi Colliery. 

DGMS was aware about the nature of underground workings of seam of Bagdigi 
Colliery. It was aware of the fact that even according to original projection plan, thickness 
of barrier between seam of BagSigi Colliery and the adjoining water logged old 
workings of Jayrampur Colliery, was just above 60 m, but much below the statutory 120 
m. caution line. The DGMS was also aware that earlier in 1995, Bagdigi Colliery was 
inundated on account of inflow of water from the adjoining Lodna Colliery. Under such 
circumstances, it was absolutely necessary for the DGMS officials who were Incharge of 
this mine to issue the essential instructions relating to safety precautions, particularly 
maintenance of water danger plan, conducting regular quarterly surveys and check 
surveys for verification of the working plan to ensure that the workings are being 
proceeded strictly according to the directions originally stipulated In the projection plan. It 
was absolutely necessary, therefore, that considering the peculiar nature of 
and its past history of inundation from adjoining water logged bodies, that due emphaers 
should have been given by the Inspecting Officers of DGMS bnd officers who were 
Incharge at the level of Directors and Deputy Directions to conduct more frequent 
general survey and sample check survey of this mine. 

It appears that though a limited inspection of the mine was made on 25'” of Septerttor, 
2000, by Sri P.K.Maheshwari, Deputy Director and Sri Sapan Adhikari, Director of Mine® 
Safety and they had entertained doubts regarding the barrier between Bagdigi Colliery 
and Jayrampur Colliery, yet neither of them had felt any urgency to check and verify the 
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actual thickness of the barrier.No instructions were given to the management of 
Jayrampur Colliery either for conducting a fresh survey for ascertaining the actual 
extent of its old workings or even for dewatering the old workings. Even otherwise, the 
fact that to the knowledge of all concerned, the workings of first, second and third levels 
had approached Chutkari Jore and even beyond, could not have lent greater degree of 
urgency for immediate verification to ascertain the actual thickness of the barrier. Had 
the workings been totally stopped at that time, the actual position could have been 
ascertained. It does not stand to reason as to why these two officers had allowed the 
Bagdigi Colliery management to continue the workings in the aforesaid levels, without 
first ensuring compliance of their instructions for preparation of fresh plan after joint 
survey or in consultation with the management of Jayrampur Colliery. The plea that the 
Joint Survey could not have been conducted unless the Jayrampur Colliery was 
completely dewatered, does not appeal to reason. Check survey of the workings of the 
Bagdigi Colliery could at least have been commenced immediately and the processes of 
dewatering Jayrampur Colliery by installing additional pumps for greater speed could 
have been undertaken. Suspension of workings and production in this area or atleast 
i mposition of the provisions of Regulation 127 of the Coal Mines Regulation, 1957, during 
such period of survey could not have caused any serious loss in comparison to the loss 
of precious lives of workers. The plea of DGMS that more frequent general inspection of 
the mines could not be made on account of paucity of adequate Inspectors is of no 
consequence or benefit to them in the above back ground. 

In my opinion, had the officers of DGMS shown due diligence and firmness to ensure 
enforcement of their instructions by the Bagdigi Colliery Management, this accident 
could have possibly been avoided. I, therefore, feel that the officers should be more 
conscious and prompt in the discharge of their duties and in carrying out their 
responsibilities. 
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CHAPTER -IX 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

I. Dewatering of old workings: 

By experience, it is learnt that danger from inundation arises due to existing source of 
water adjoining a mine. The old workings of mines get gradually filled in with water, 
particularly if they are on dip side and in absence of dewatering, accumulation of water in 
these old workings considerably increases the volume of water therein. Though the 
water of such mines is sometimes stored for the purpose of controlling fire or even for the 
purpose of domestic supply, such accumulated water bodies are definitely potential 
danger to the dip side workings further down below. Furthermore, the exact extent of 
these old workings is always doubtful. It is, therefore, necessary that no water should be 
allowed to accumulate in the old workings of any mine. If water is required to be stored 
for spedftc purpose, prior perrrjission from the DGMS should be obtained, who may 
prescribe safety measures for storing of water as well as the quantity of water that may 
be stored. 

II. Application of latest geophysical methods for proving the barriers/partings: 

It has been seen in the case of Bagdigi Colliery not only vwth reference to the accident 
under enquiry, but also with reference to the earlier accidents of similar nature that 
connection between adjoining old water logged workings and current workings ultimately 
takes place due to eating away of the prescribed coal barrier between the two. 
Application of Regulation 127 of the Coal Mines Regulation, 1957, arises only when 
partings between such workings become less than 60 m. The proving of barrier or 
parting by actual survey is arduous and time taking, while proving the same by means of 
long bore holes, drilled by Safety Boring Machines, requires special machines, skilled 
operators and adequate arrangement at the Colliery. Latest Geo-physical methods of 
proving the barrier/partings have been developed recently and successfully tried by 
CMRI, Dhanbad and NIRM, KGF. One of these new Geo-physical methods is based on 
ground penetration radar system and it has been seen that the method yields near 
accurate results and is able to give thickness of barrier within an accuracy of few metres. 
This new method should be applied in cases where the present worl^ings have reached 
the cautionary zone of 120 m. as per Water Danger Plan. 
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111. Discontinuance of the practice of having both Agent and Manager for single mine : 

It has come to light while considering the depositions of witnesses that the Manager of 
Bagdigi Colliery, Late Upadhyay, used to be side-lined and deprived of free hand in 
performance of his duties and the actual power used to be exercised by the Agent. In 
the existing management structure of BCCL, there is an Agent as well as Manager 
Incharge of a single mine. It is found in the instant case that there was too much of 
Interference in the workings of the Manager by the Agent, who was virtually working as 
Mine Manager and the latter was not able to take any Independent decision. In the case 
of Bagdigi Colliery, the evidences, ultimately indicate that the authority of the Manager 
was considerably eroded. To cite few instances from the conduct and tenor of the note 
dly sent by Sri A.K. Sengupta to the Manager directing him to attend the night 
shift on 25.01.2000 suggests that even though the Manager had earlier taken a decision 
to suspend the workings of the third and fourth levels on account of the suspicion 
regarding the direction of the levels, yet he was under obvious pressure of the Agent to 
continue the mining operations. Significantly, despite the fact that the Manager Sri 
Upadhyay was the Manager of the mine, yet commensurate with his status and 
responsibilities, he was not provided with any telephone connection at his residence, nor 
was he provided with suitable residence near the mine. Further-more, since the Agent 
was authorized to record his Confidential Roll , the Manager was under constant 
psychological subjugation under the Agent. It has come in evidence that the Agent had 
not sent the Annual Confidential Roll of the Manager for two years, causing undue 
pressure on the Manager. 

It Is, therefore, suggested that the practice of having both Agent and Manager for a 
single mine should be discontinued and thus the status of the Mine Manager should be 
restored. An Agent may be appointed for controlling 2/3 mines and not a single mine. 
Promotions may be granted to the Manager to higher grade, but his designation should 
continue to remain as Manager as is the practice in Nationalized Banks where a 
Manager of a big branch may be In the same scale as a Regional Manager of the Area. 

This would ensure the requisite authority and respectability of the post of Mine Manager. 





IV. Vesting of executive power and greater authority to the internal safety organisation 
(ISO) as per the maruigement structure of Coal India Ltd. 

There is an Internal Safety Organisation (ISO) in each subsidiary company of CIL, under 
the charge of Executive Director (Safety and Rescue). This organisation was constituted 
for the purpose of internal safety and as an internal watch-dog for the mines in respect of 
safety matters. It appears, however, that this organisation does not have any real and 
effective powers. It does not require greater emphasis to understand that for ensuring 
requisite safety measures there has to be a regular and thorough inspection of the 
workings from the safety point of view. The DGMS has stated that they are unable to 
carry out general inspection of the individual mines, even once in two years on accou t 
of acute shortage of inspecting officers. Therefore, if ttiorough inspection of the mines is 
carried out by the ISO at least once in a year and a detailed report of inspection is 
submitted promptly, the Mine officials will be expected to rectify the short-comings 
promptly as pointed out in the reports. With greater authority and executive power 
vested in ISO, it can ensure prompt compliance of the recommendations given in its 
inspection reports and non-compliance of the recommendations would attract adverse 
ratings against the mines officials in their respective Annual Confidential Rolls. 

V. Conducting Periodical Check Survey 

During the general inspection of the mine by the officials of the DGMS, a sample check 
survey of a small portion of the mine should be carried out be D.G.M.S Surveyors to 
check the accuracy of the working plan of the mine. In addition to the check surveys, the 
need for conducting joint surveys should also be emphasized. It has been observed that 
joint surveys are not conducted properly and there has been occasions where the 
Manager and Surveyors of the adjoining mines merely endorse their signatures on the 
Joint survey plans prepared not by actual survey, but by comparing field books of other 
mines. The Area Survey Officer should be entrusted with specific duty to supervise joint 
survey and he should certify that joint survey was actually carried out and joint survey 
plan was prepared only after conducting joint survey. 

Recommendations for conducting sample check surveys of every operational mine have 
been given from time to time in the recommendations of the Safety Conferences and 
Tripartite Safety Committee Meetings and Circulars in this context have also been issued 
by the DGMS. Need to conduct check surveys particularly in respect of workings which 
have water logged bodies In its adjoining areas is highly essential. This would ensure 
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that the de /eiopment of the mine is being correctly made according to the stipulation in 
the projection plan. Failure to conduct check survey in the instant case had caused 
failure to detect the extent of deviation, which the workings had undergone. It is, 
therefore, necessary that it should be made mandatory for every mine, if necessary, by 
insertion in the Coal Mines Regulation to conduct Check Surveys of the workings at 
regular intervals, particularly where the mines where the workings have reached within 
120 m of eny adjoining mine which may contain water or any other Hquid and no work 
should proceed without completion of a check survey and subsequent order in writing by 
the Manager/Agent to that effect. 

In addition, a special team should be constituted in the area only for conducting check 
survey who should not be entrusted with any other non-statutory Job. 

VI Improvement in Surveying Organisation at Mine and DGMS level 

As per the management structure of the BCCL a Surveyor though appointed for a 
particular mine, Is under the control and authority of the Manager and under the superior 
control of the agent. It has come to light that superior officers tend to play dominant role 
side -lining Surveyors who, in fact, are deprived of a free hand in the performance of 
their duties. The Surveyors are not provided with the requisite survey machines and 
other facilities and more often than not, they are constrained to perform non-statutory 
jobs. The Surveyors are thus rendered ineffective and are unable to perform their duties 
with sincerity. It is therefore suggested that authorized surveyors should not be given 
non-statutory jobs as far as possible. The Manager of the Mine should counteirsign plan 
prepared after being sure of the accuracy of the survey by checking field books, 
calculation etc. The Manager may be assisted by Assistant Manager (Survey) appointed 
on the lines of Ventilation Officer. Safety Officer etc. to help the Manager and to ensure 
that survey works are being actually conducted. At the DGMS level, it is suggested that a 
post of Director (Survey) should be created and the Surveying Section should be suitably 
augmented with more men and machines. This will enable them to carry out check 
surveys in mines independently. 

VII INSTALLATION OF V-NOTCH: for recording seepage of water; 

In the instant case, it has been observed that much controversy was raised regarding the 
issue concerning abnormal seepage of water. The increase in the seepage is gradual 
and may not be visually perceptible. Abnormal increase of the seepage of water is a 
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definite indication of probable danger from inundation. It is recommended therefore that 
for measuring the quantity of increase in seepage of water. V-Notch,should be installed, 
in roadways leading to faces within 120 m of water-logged workings. This would PfW"P«y ^ 
indicate any abnormal increase in the seepage with the progress of faces. The' 
recordings and the results obtained form the apparatus should be m^tained ih a bOuM 
page book counter signed by the Manager. 

VIII. GENERAL INSPECTION BY DGMS OFFICERS 

It is a regular compliance of the DGMS as per the evidence of its officers that general 
inspections of the individual mines rannot be carried out by them even once in two years 

due to shortage of Inspectors. Considering the need for ensunng safety in the mines. I 

am of the view that general inspection of every mine should be conducted at least once 
every year. For this, improvement of the existing man-power structure should be made 
by the concerned Govt. Department after necessary assessment. 


IX. GREATER CONSTUCTIVE ROLE OF TRADE UNIONS 

The involvement and role of trade unions in the industry in general and the coal industry.,; 
in particular, is basically for ensuring the safety of workers and protecUon of their nghts. 

It is their responsibility to see that adequate protective measures are taken by the, 
management for the safety of lives of workers at placM Of work. In respectiof mines, a, 
provision has been made for posting a Workman Injector for every mine, such , 
inspector being primarily the representative of ttw labour union; Sri Sadhan Kumar 
Banerjee, was the woikman Inspector for Bagdigi Colliery. He ctaimsto-have regularly 
inspected the workings of the T'” seam for the purpose of verifying safety measures. Yet, 
it transpires that he was not conscious at all of the conditions prevailing irrthe workings, 
and consequently had never noticed any defect in the workings. Even the trade unions 
had never pointed out the glaring defects in the workings of the t" seam evenihough the 
workers had repeated complained about the abnormal increase in seepage of water. It 
also appears that though occasional meetings of Pit Safety Committee used to be 
organized and recommendations used to be given by the representatives of trade union 
in respect of safety measures, yet, no sincere efforts were made to see that the 
recommendations were implemented by the management. Had, such steps been taken 
promptly, the management would have been compelled to take prompt protective 
measures and the tragedy would have been avoided. It is therefore, felt that trade unions 
should show a greater degree of concern and play a more constructive role In sincerely 
and honestly pointing out defects in safety measures and their rectification. 
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CHAPTER-X 

RECOVERY OF EXPENSES 

Rule 22 of the Mines Rules, 1955 made in exercise of powers conferred by section 53 of 
the Mines act, 1952 authorises the Court of Inquiry to direct recovery of expenses of the 
Court, including any other expenses connected with the Inquiry, to be made from owner 
of the mine concerned for the accident Is due to carelessness or negligence on the part 
of the Management. 

Findings and conclusions found In my report claim positively that the accident had 
occurred entirely due to the negligence of Management in disregarding the functions 
connected with preparation of plans, functions and duties connected with workings of the 
mine and their failure to observe the statutory safety precautions and the 
recommendations for safety measures given from time to time in the recommendations 
of the National Safety Conference and the corresponding circular issued by the DGMS. 

In my firm opinion therefore, the entire expenses of this Court of Inquiry should be 
recovered from the Management namely, Bharat Cooking Coal Ltd. I do hereby direct 
that Bharat Cooking Coal Ltd do pay the entire expenses of this Court of Inquiry. The 
Directorate General of Mines Safety (DGMS) shall calculate the entire expenses and 
take necessary steps for its recovery. The expenses will include expenses for and on 
behalf of Bagdigi Court of Inquiry, two assessors nominated by the Central Govt, as well 
as expenses incurred for the Secretary appointed by the Court of Inquiry and also the 
expenses incurred by the DGMS for making necessary arrangements for the sittings of 
the Court of Inquiry by them at Dhanbad and Ranchi and for recording and depositions 
and preparation of this report. 
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I fully agree with all observations. cx)nclusions and 
recommendations made in the report, which has been prepared in 
full consultation with me. I would like to take this opportunity to 
record my deep appreciation of* the unfailing courtesy and 
consideration received by me from the Court ard I would also like 
to thank the DGMS officers, my assessor colleague and the 
parties to the enquiry for their consistent courtesy , cooperation 
and help. 

Ranchi. (Prof. R.Nath) 

Dated 24.10.02. Assessor._ 

Bagdigi Court of Enquiry. 


I endorse my full agreement with the report containing the findings in 
respect of the cause of the accident as well as with the recommendations 
made in the report prepared in consultation with me. I am grateful to the 


courtesy and honour given to me by Hon’ble Chairman and by my Assessor 
colleague Prof. Ravindra Nath and express my thanks also to all the parties to 
this inquiry who had extended their cooperation and help in conducting thi^ 
inquiry. 



Sahay) 
Assessor 
Bagdigi Court of Inquiry 


Ranchi 

Dated 24.10.02 
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Government of India 
Ministry of Labour 

New Delhi 

NOTIFICATION 

S.O^f:^.Whereas accident has occurred in tne colliery of Bharat Coidng Coal 
Limited, more particularly in. the Bagdighi colliery' in District of Dhani^d or 
Jharkhand state, on 2”^ February 2001 causing loss of lives;, 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion that fonmal inqiiry into the 
causes and the circumstances attending the accidadts lOught to be held and in 
addition it is also necessary to fix responsibility for the causes leading to the 
accident. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by subjection (1) of 
Section 24 of the Mines Act, 1952 S^5 of 1952), the Central Government hereby 
appoints Justice Gurusharan Sharma, Judge, High court of Jharkand to hold such 
Inquiry and present a report within a period of three months. The Central 
Government also appoints the following persons as assessouin holding of the 
inquiry, namely: 

1, Prof. Ravinder Nath, Professor of Mining Engineeririg, Banaras Hindu 
University, Varanasi. 

2. Shri Kamlesh Shahay, President, CCL Colliery Karamchari Sangh, 
Barkakhana. 

(File No. N-11012/^01^.II) 

(K.ChandramouTi^ 
Joint Secretary to the Government of India. 
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List of victims 




SI. 

No. 

KILLED 

AGE 

SEX 

OCCUPATION 

1. 

A.K.Upadhaya 

42 

MALE 

Manager 

2. 

P.R. Singh 

37 

MALE 

Asst. Manager 

3. 

Arvind Kumar 

34 

MALE 

Over Man 

4. 

A.K. Mondai 

37 

MALE 

Foreman 

5. 

RajendraPrasad 

Yadav 

43 

MALE 

Foreman 

6. 

Swaminath Nonia 

57 

MALE 

Mining Sirdar 

7. 

Abdul Hamid 

49 

MALE 

Mining Sirdar 

n 

Naryan Bahah 

55 

MALE 

Mining Sirdar 

9. 

Pritam Singh 

34 

MALE 

Cable man 

10. 

Chhotu Mia 

59 

MALE 

Line Mistry 

11. 

Chanderdeo Harijan 

41 

MALE 

Dresser 

12. 

Brij Mohan Singh 

35 

MALE 

Heavy Tyndal 

13. 

Sheocharan Tanti 

44 

MALE 

Cable Man 

14. 

Ramawadh Paswan 

35 

MALE 

General Mazdoor 

15. 

Anup Yadav 

56 

MALE 

Prop Mazdoor 

16. 

Manoj Kumar 

Jaiswora 

24 

MALE 

Cable Man 

17. 

Santraj Prasad 

26 

MALE 

Cable Man 

18. 

Mohan Ghatwar 

40 

MALE 

SDL Operator 

19. 

Bansi Barahi 

53 

'MALE 

Shot Firing Mazdoor 

20. 

Dasrath Bhuia 

55 • 

MALE 

Fitter 

21. 

Shyamlal Kora 

31 

MALE 

General Mazdoor 

^2. 

Gulzar 

53 

MALE 

Shot Firing Mazdoor 

23. 

Zainul Adding 

53 

MALE 

Fitter Helper 

24. 

Shyamapado Baud 

43 

MALE 

Driller 

25- 

Lakhan Soren 

35 

MALE 

Driller 

26. 

Kala Rabidas 

41 

MALE 

Cable Man 

27. 

Gura Singh 

52 

MALE 

Fitter 

28. 

Situ Mahato 

57 

MALE 

Shot firing Mazdoor 

29. 

Jagmohan Gope 

56 

MALE 

Drill Man 

30. 

Salim Ansari, 

Soul Survivor. 

48 

MALE 

Fitter 
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